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CURRENT TOPICS. 


TaeRE ARE THREE Facts, tolerably well known to the 
legal profession, which we think it right that the public 
should also be aware of. The state of the cause lists in 
Jondon and at Middlesex is such that when the courts 
tisein August it seems inevitable that there should bea 
thousand remanets at the least; in other words, a thou- 
sand plaintiffs will be thrown over the long vacation. 
Thisisin addition to a large number of causes which 
doubtless would have been entered under a happier state 
of things, but which have been choked off by the state 
ofthe lists. ‘This is the first fact. The second fact is 
that, notwithstanding the express provision in the 

te Jurisdiction Act of 1876, that divisional courts 
should be constituted, except under special circumstances, 
of not more than two judges, the divisional courts at 
Westminster have frequently during the present sittings 
been constituted of three judges, the only apparent 
reason being that there was no court at Westminster for 
thethird judge to occupy. We may add that, if the two 
Chief Justices had not taken the places of the two 
lords Justices who have now for a considerable time 
been absent from their duties, the plethora of 
leamed judges would have been still more remarkable. 
The third fact is that, during the whole time cases 
with juries are being tried at Westminster, six courts at 
Guildhall are left silentand empty. The state of things 
is, therefore, this:—We have a crowd of complaining 
suitors without judges to try their causes, a number of 

judges eager for courts in which to sit, a series 
ofvacant courts waiting to be occupied, and it may, 
perhaps, be added, a throng of new-fledged leaders burn- 
ing to distinguish themselves. Is it not right that an 
ifort should be made to supply these wants, even at 
fome inconvenience to those persons, learned and other- 
Wise, who object to contemporaneous sittings at Guildhall 
and Westminster ? 





Iris unpeRstoop that no writs are to be issued by the 
Record and Writ Clerks marked for Mr. Justice Fry, a 
course which it may be presumed is sanctioned by 
authority. If it has been determined that no new chief 
clerks shall be appointed for the present, an order should 

at once issued providing for the chamber work of the 
ed judge referred to. There are several modes in 
this provision may be made. The whole of 

thé references from Mr. Justice Fry to chambers may be 
sent to the chambers of one of the other four judges of 
ancery Division, or the causes in his list may be 

to as only provisionally transferred to the new judge 

t the purposes of hearing, the inquiries and accounts 
wand taken in the chambers of the several judges before 

the actions were originally set down. ‘The latter 

Course would afford a means of dividing the work, but the 
= method might be adopted if there exists any judge 
are not already blocked; in this. case 

however, the work of two judges might prove more than 











sufficient for one set of chief clerks and their staff, and 
the same observation would apply if it should be thought 
more desirable to detach one chief clerk from the cham- 
bers of one of the other judges. Upon the whole, it 
seems preferable (always i that no chief 
clerks are to be eppointed) that the chamber 
business of Mr. Justice Fry’s court should be trans- 
acted in the chambers of the judges for whom the 
actions were originally marked, and that these actions 
should return to him for further consideration. But 
under this arrangement Mr. Justice Fry might 

have to personally communicate with no fewer than 
twelve chief clerks, for it cannot be expected that the 

business of working out the details of the learned 

judge’s orders will be imposed on his four colleagues. 


THE NEW RULE OF court, which we print in another 
column, is a large concession to the reasoning upon 
which the decision of the Court of Appeal in The Bink 
of Montreal v. Cameron (25 W. R. 593) was founted. 
The point of that decision was that, corporrte bodies 
not being expressly mentioned inr. 1 of ord. 14, the 
provision of that rule was not available to a corporate 
body suing as plaintiff, and that the affidavit required 
by the rule could not be made by the secretary of such 
a body. Under the new rule, however, not only may a 
corporate body suing as plaintiff procure from their 
secretary the affidavit required by the rule, but any 
plaintiff may procure such affidavit from some other 
person who can swear positively to the debt or cause of 
action. The importance thus given to the recent de- 
cision suggests a further notice of it, inasmuch as we 
cannot help thinking that in reaching it certain pro- 
visions of the Judicature Acts and Rules bearing upon the 
point were rather overlooked. It was surely important 
to notice that, by the interpretation section of the Judi- 
cature Act, 1873 (section 100), it was provided that 
“ plaintiff” “shall include every person seeking any re- 
lief;”” and by ord. 63 this section was made applicable to 
the rules, and it was provided that “ person ” “shall in- 
clude a body corporate or politic.’’ Read by the light of 
these provisions, therefore, ord. 14, r. 1, would seem to 
have applied to and included a body corporate. 
There is no doubt some difficulty in seeing how a body 
corporate could swear “that in his belief there is no de- 
fence to the action’’; but itis to be observed that in 
Bank of Montreal v. Cameron Lord Justice Bramwell 
stated that “ if the rule had spoken expressly of corpora- 
tions the case would have been different, and the words ‘im 
his belief’ would have demanded that a meaning of some 
sort should be given to them.” Now, we venture to 
think that, under the provisions we have mentioned, the 
rule, when it spoke of a “ piaintiff,” did, in fact, speak 
of “a corporation seeking relief.’’ Inasmuch as a some- 
what similar point may yet arise under other rules, and 
the decision in the case mentioned will probably be 
regarded as regulating and governing the construction 
of the rules generally, it seems desirable to call special 
attention to the provisions of the interpretation clauses 
of the Judicature Acts and Rules. 





Ratiway Passencers will have perused with interest 
the case of Brown v. Great Hastern Railway Company, 
in which Mellor and Lush, JJ., decided on Thursday 
last that, under the “common form”’ bye-law by which 
a ticketless passenger may be compelled to pay the full 
fare whence the train started, the “full fare’’ must be 
first demanded before the passenger can be summoned. 
The facts were shortly these: —The defendant, who held 
a season ticket from Brentwood to Liverpool-street, was 
found without a ticket at Stratford, an intermediate 
station. He refused to show any ticket, and appears to 
have given inconsistent replies to the officials, for in one 
breath he is said to have named a non-existing station as 





that from which he came, and in another to have alleged. 
32 
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that the collector knew him very well, and that he was 
a season ticket holder. However this may have been, he 
was summoned before justices and required to pay the 
fare from Colchester, whence the train started, being 4s. 
more than the fare from Brentwood. Of the many points 
of law arising upon these facts, the court appears to have 
decided one only—that a demand of the “ full fare”’ is 
necessary. We think it unfortunate that the two 
more serious questions—(1) whether justices have juris- 
diction, and (2) whether the bye-law is reasonable—were 
not considered by the court. Now, the bye-law enacts 
that “ any passenger travelling without a ticket, or re- 
fusing or failing to show or deliver up his ticket, shall be 
required to pay the fare from the station whence the 
train originally started to the end of his journey.” The 
145th section of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, enacts 
that “ every penalty or forfeitureimposed”’ by that Act 
**or by any bye-law made in pursuance thereof, may be 
recovered by summary proceedings before two justices.” 
Is the compulsory payment of the full fare under these 
circumstances a ‘‘ penalty or forfeiture,” so as to give 
justices jurisdiction, or must the “ full fare” be re- 
covered in a county court? It may be observed that 
the requirement of the full fare is comparatively new, 
and that older bye-laws imposed a penalty of 40s. eo 
nomine. Neither the word “ penalty” nor “ forfeiture ” 
being used in the bye-law, and “penalty” having 
occurred in the older bye-law, we incline to think 
that the “‘full fare” is not recoverable before justices, 
but that the justices’ jurisdiction is confined to the im- 
position of the penalty of forty shillings—a penalty far 
too small in case of wilful fraud. (See section 103 of the 
Railways Clauses Act, 1845; Dearden v. Townsend L. R. 
2Q.B.10). Butitis farmoreimportantto consider whether 
the bye-law is reasonable. In the very early case of Chil- 
ton v. The London and Croydon Railway Company (16 
M. & W. 212), and in a recent case in Ireland (Barry v. 
Midland Great Western Railway Company, 17 Ir. 0. L. 
103), the court appeared to be of opinion that such 
a bye-law was valid; but in R. v. Frere (4 E. & B. 598) 
Lord Campbell cautiously abstained from pronouncing 
an opinion on the power of a company to make rules 
requiring a larger fare for a less distance; and, although 
this last was an extreme case, we have grave doubts 
whether a bye-law which imposes upon an innocent 
passenger who has lost the most convenient evidence of 
his contract, but can produce other evidence of it, the 
obligation to pay the company according to an entirely 
different contract can be said to be reasonable. The 
sanction of the Board of Trade does not appear to pre- 
clude an inquiry into the validity of the bye-laws (see 
R. v. Wood, 1 E. & B. 49). Another little point arises, 
and that is, Where does a train start from to make the 
“full fare” payable? Is it identity of engine, or of 
carriage, or of guard which makes a “train”? The 
many changes of a long journey will often make this a 
difficult question to answer. It is said, indeed, in Barry 
y. Midland Great Western Railway Company (17 Ir. 
C. L. 103), that where the passenger joins a train from a 
branch, the point of departure of the train from the main 
line is the place whence the train started ; but this solu- 
tion will not suffice for all cases. In fact, the whole 
question bristles with points of law which the innocent 

er who is apt to lose his ticket may contemplate 
with curiosity ; but, on the whole, without much appre- 


hension. 





Tue CONVERSATION on Thursday evening in the House 
of Lords between the Lord Chancellor and Lord Selborne 
showed that the question of legal education is about to 





result will probably be to produce a considerable improve. 
ment in uniformity of decision; the number of the 
council (30) is, however, in our opinion, far too 

and it appears to us that the provision as to its 
composition is perversely wrong. The Bill provides 
that any barrister of ten years’ standing may be 
elected a member of the council ; but the election is left 
in the hands of the benchers. Now, it is not very likely 
that the benchers will go beyond their own body in the 
selection of members; but if they do the result wil] 
follow that to that extent the main advantage hitherto 
secured by the administration of discipline by the 
benchers—a certain freedom from personal bias and from 
the prejudices current among the junior bar—will be 
lost. We think the council ought to be elected by the 
bar from the benchers, and considering that the appeal 
is to the judges, members of the judicial body ought not 
to be eligible to serve on the council. The quorum of 
five provided for by the Bill is too small; nine ought to 
sit for all questions of discipline. We hope these 
matters will be considered when the Bill reaches the 
Commons. 





We nore the suggestion made by a Times reporter g 
few days ago, that a “ cabman’s shelter ”’ should be pro- 
vided outside the court of the new judge of the Chancery 
Division, will not be lost sight of. It will be remembered 
that, as no chief clerks have been provided for this 
learned judge, care has been taken to transfer to him, as 
far as possible, only “common law actions,” the result 
being that, in many of the cases transferred, a number 
of witnesses have to be examined vivd voce in court. No 
room has been provided for witnesses in waiting, and 
there is not even the convenience of a covered cloister or 
passage such as exists outside the Court of Appeal and 
the Vice-Chancellors’ courts in Lincoln’s-inn. Conse-: 
quently, when the witnesses are ordered out of court, 
their only resource is to disport themselves in the garden 
adjoining the hall and library of Lincoln’s-inn. So long 
as the weather is dry, perhaps no very great inconvenience 
may arise from this, But in tempestuous weather the 
spectacle presented in the neighbourhood of the courtis 
very saddening. A fewdays ago a dozen or more of the 
witnesses in a case before Fry, J., might have been seet 
cowering under the leeward side of the porter’s lodge, 
And on Friday, the 2nd inst., when a plaintiff, who had 
been previously ordered out of court, was called, mom 
than five minutes elapsed before he could be found, and 
after much anxious investigation he was at last discovered 
sheltering himself from the wind and rain behind onedt 
the buttresses of the Lincoln’s-inn library. 





Tue Forrzirure Revier Brut has appeared at least 
twice in the paper of the House of Lords for second 
reading; but hitherto it has failed to come on. Wht 
can be the meaning of a delay which contrasts so strongly 
with the rapid progress of the Bill through the Commons? 
It cannot be the state of business in the House, for 
lordships have not much todo. Is it that there a 
lawyers in the House of Lords who have time to read 
measures, before they pass them, and that the gallant 
Irish peer in charge of the Bill is not particularly eagt 
to undertake the task of attempting to protect it from 
the criticism with which it is likely to be assailed? I 
so, we commend his prudence, and venture to sugget 
that, by withdrawing the measure, he will save hii 
this hopeless task and their lordships the trouble of et 
posing the manifold defects of this extremely 
attempt at legislation. 








The motions before Fry, J., on Wednesday, the 6 
inst., again occupied more than an hour. The appl 
tions were such as in actions attached to any other jas 
of the Chancery Division would have been made# 
chambers. 
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DAMAGES FOR DELAY CAUSED BY 
DEFAULT OF A CARRIER BY SEA. 


Tus case of The Parana (25 W. R. 596, L. R. 2 P. D.118), 
in which the decision of Sir Robert Phillimore was reversed 
he Court of Appeal, raised a very important point as 
tothe liability of a shipowner for damages caused to a 
by delay in the voyage arising from the defective 
state of the vessel. 
The facts were shortly these :—The action was brought 
on behalf of the assignee of a cargo of hemp and other 
against a British ship to recover damages result- 
ing from alleged unreasonable delay in the carriage of 
the . The ship had, in consequence of the weak- 
ness and defective state of her engines, been 127 days 
on the voyage, sixty-five to seventy days being the 
time. The owner of the ship admitted his 
liability, and the amount of the damage was referred to 
ar, assisted by merchants, for report. The 
ar found that there had been a fall in the market 
value of hemp between the time when the ship ought to 
have delivered her cargo and the date when the delivery 
actually took place, and reported that the plaintiff was 
entitled to five per cent. interest on the invoice value of 
the hemp during the period of delay, and was not en- 
titled to further compensation in respect of the delay in 
the delivery of the hemp. The judge of the Admiralty 
Court held, on appeal, that the registrar ought to have 
included in the damages the difference between the 
aiarket price of the cargo at the time when it was 
delivered and at the time when it should have been de- 
livered. The Court of Appeal (James, Mellish, and 
Baggallay, L.JJ.) held that the plaintiff was not en- 
titled to damages for the loss of market. The case 
seems to be destitute, of authorities directly in point, 
though a great many decisions more or less in pari 
materia were cited in argument. 
Tt has been frequently admitted that it is very 
dificult to lay down accurately the principle with regard 


to questions of remoteness of damage, or perhaps, to 
speak more exactly, though the principle may be laid 
down in general terms, it is so vague that it is very 


dificult to apply it to particular instances. Thus in the 
present case we find the judge of the court below and 
the Court of Appeal relying on the same principles in 
mpport of the opposite conclusions at which they 
arrived. We find some difficulty in acquiescing in the 
decision of the Court of Appeal. The question, of 
course, is, What may be considered the natural con- 
sequences of the breach of contract in the case within 
the meaning of the well-known rule as to remoteness of 
damage? The term “loss df market” seems to us to 
introduce certain analogies into the case which are to 
tome extent fallacious. Lord Justice Mellish, in deliver- 
ing his judgment, to some extent imported these 
es into the case, apparently on the footing that 

i given by the court below were given as 
being damages for loss of market. But the term “loss 
of market,” as often used in these cases, does not apply, 
in our judgment, to damages arising from a general fall 
in the value of the article in a district. The term 
loss of market” thus used applies when there was, on 
& day or at a particular time, an opportunity 
for favourably disposing of goods arising out of circum- 
of an exceptional nature confined to a particular 
Occasion, as, for instance, the influx of purchasers and 
the exceptional opportunity of sale caused by a market 
ora fair at a particular town. It is true that all 

lls in value depend on particular circumstances, but 
these circumstances are so special that it is obviously 
‘utrary to the dictates of natural justice that a con- 
aotor should be made liable in respect of them without 
mee. But in the ordinary case of a land transit 
Carrier is liable for damages resulting from his 
Hof contract occasioned by a general fall in the 
alae of the article at the of destination as dis- 


indicated by the term “loss of- market” as we have 
used it. Such, at least, is our notion of thelaw. If 
this be so, and no distinction is to be drawn between the 
case of a carrier by land and a carrier by sea, the 
decision of the court below would appear to be correct. 

But Mellish, L.J., draws a distinction between the case 

of a carrier by land, and that of a carrier by sea. He 
says, ‘“‘ When goods are conveyed by railway, if they are 
conveyed for the purpose of sale, it is usually for the 
purpose of immediate sale, and if the cases are examined 
I think it will be found that the courts treated them as 
if the goods were consigned for the purpose of immediate 
sale. No doubt if goods are consigned to a railway com- 
pany under such circumstances, the railway company 
may be reasonably supposed to know that they are con- 
signed for the purpose of immediate sale, and if by breach 
of contract on the part of the company they do not 
arrive in time to be sold when the owner intends them 
to be sold, that may possibly be a ground for giving 
damage for what is called ‘loss of market.’” Here it 
may be observed that the Lord Justice does not draw 
any distinction between what we have supposed to be 
meant by the term “loss of market,” and a fall in the 
value of the goods not included in the term so employed. 
It may be that in cases relating to the question of “ loss 
of market,” as we understand the term, the courts have 
proceeded on such a footing as that indicated by the 
Lord Justice. But it appears to us that the cases which 
decide that the fall in market value can be recovered 
cannot be so explained. Collard v. The South-Eastern 
Railway Company (7 H. & N. 79), which case the Lord 
Justice referred to as being the strongest in the plain- 
tiffs’ favour, does not seem to us to have been decided on 
any such considerations. 

But assuming that the law is as we have stated with 
regard to carriers by land, the Lord Justice undertakes 
to distinguish the case of carriers by sea. It is very 
important, however, to observe on what his distinction 
turns, and it will be found mainly to turn on the 
assumption that the cases as to land carriers have gone 
on the notion that the consignor intends immediately to 
sell at the place of destination. If this is not so, the 
suggested distinction is very much shaken. The Lord 
Justice proceeds: ‘‘In order that damages may be re- 
covered we must come to two conclusions—first, that it 
was reasonably certain that the goods would not be sold 
until they did arrive; and, secondly, that it was 
reasonably certain that they would be sold immediately 
after they arrived, and that that was known to the carrier 
at the time when the bills of lading were signed.” He 
then observes that goods may be, and very frequently 
are, sold while at sea. We cannot see what conclusion 
the learned Lord Justice intends.to base on this sugges- 
tion. We take it that, as he himself says, the purchaser 
would then stand in the place of the vendor as to the 
damage. It would be a very strange thing, if the goods 
were lost altogether by the negligence of the carrier, 
that the vendee should have no remedy because the 
original shipper had sold them, and where, for this 
purpose, is the difference between loss of value by delay 
of delivery and non-delivery? The Lord Justice then 
goes on to urge that, with regard to goods shipped for a 
distant place, it is impossible to say for what purpose 
the shipper or his vendee requires them at that place. 
It may be for immediate sale, or it may be to keep for 
future sale. He says, “It is pure speculation to enter 
into the question fur what purpose he purchases them. 
In this particular case the plaintiff did not sell the goods 
when they arrived, for he sold them some months after- 
wards, when a further fall had taken place in the market. 
Of course he does not seek to recover from the defendant 
that additional loss, but this serves to illustrate how 
uncertain it is whether he would have sold them. If he 
did not sell them when they did arrive, but kept them 
because he thought the market would rise, how can we 
tell that he would not have done exactly the same thing 





from a fall occasioned by the special circumstances 


it the goods had arrived in time?” It is, perhaps, & 





668 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 9, 1877, 








plausible answer to say that the probability is that the 
purchaser kept the goods in the present case because he 
did not like to face the loss that had already occurred, 
and hoped for a recovery; but it seems to us that the 
arguments of the Lord Justice are on other grounds, very 
dubious. 

Why do not all the suggestions he makes, and on 
which he seeks to distinguish between land and sea 
carriers, apply with equal force to the case of land 
carriers? Who can tell what a man wants to do 
with goods that he has consigned from London to 
York? He may mean to sell them immediately, or 
to keep them for future sale, or to consume them 
for his own use. It does not seem to us that 
the law can concern itself with such considerations 
where they are mere speculations. The circumstances of 
particular cases might conceivably point to the fact that 
the plaintiff did not intend to sell the article, and there- 
fore market price might form no element in his damages, 
but, with regard to most ordinary cases of goods 
consigned in the way of business, it seems to us sufficient 
to say that the party contracted with was entitled to 
have goods at the place in question at a time when, for 
the ordinary purposes of business, they would have been 
worth so much for sale if he had chosen to sell them. 
We fail to see that any substantial distinction can be 
drawn in this respect between land and sea carriage. It 
may be that the decision in Collard v. The South- 
Eastern Railway Company is wrong, and that we are 
wrong in supposing that the general understanding of 
the law at present is that the difference in market price 
between the day of actual delivery and the day on 
which delivery ought to have taken place can be re- 
covered in the case of a land carrier. The case of 
Collard v. South-Eastern Railway Company seems, 
however, to establish that proposition, and it may be 
noticed that Kelly, C.B., in Horne v. Midland Railway 
Company (21 W. R. 481, L. R. 8 C. P. 138) treats it as 
being established law. Independently, however, of any 
discussion of what the law ought to be as to land 
carriers we do not feel satisfied with the judgment in 
The Parana with reference to the distinction drawn by 
the court between the cases of carriers by sea and 
land. 

With regard to the general question as to the propriety 
of giving such damages, it seems to us that there is great 
force in the considerations cited in the note to Sedgwick 
on Damages (6th ed. p. 433) fromthe American decision 
in Ward v. New York Central Railway Company (47 
N. Y. 29). The court there observed that “ sagacious 
men rely upon their ability to judge of the market in 
undertaking large commercial projects, and according to 
their views of the market send their merchandise by a 
quick or a slow carrier, and make compensation accord- 
ingly,” and that to rule against these damages “ would 
deprive them of all benefit of a rapid transit.” It seems 
to be put by the Lord Justice as if any damage which 
may or may not happen is speculative in its character, 
and therefore too remote. But surely that test would 
prevent the recovery of the ordinary damages for breach 
of a contract tosupply goods? Ifthe market falls there 
will be no damages, but nobody ever suggested that this 
prevented such damages from being in the contemplation 
of the parties. 





In consequence of the continued illness of Lord Justice 
Amphlett, Sir James Fitzjames Stephen, Q.C., has been 
appointed to go as one of the judges of assize on the 
South-Eastern Circuit. 

The Inner Temple gardens are now open to the public 
every evening between the hours of six and eight o'clock. 
The privilege thus granted is taken advantage of princi- 
pally by the poor children inhabiting the neighbouring 
courts and alleys, mapy hundreds of whom enter the 
gardens every evening. The gardens will continue open 
until the end of August. 





Rebhiews. 


LAW OF COMPENSATION. 


Tue Law or CoMPENSATION UNDER THE LANDS Cxaveng. 
anp Ramways Cxavuses CoNnsoLipATION Acts; THE 
Arrisans’ AND Lazovurers’ Dwen.incs Improvemeyp 
Act, 1875; THE Mzrroroxis Loca, Manacemenr, anp 
orner Acts, &c.; witH A Funt Conxcrion or Forys. 
anp Precepents. By Eyre Lorn, Barrister-at-lay, 
Fourth Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 


It is only a few months since we reviewed the last 
edition of this useful work. Mr. Lloyd has, in the present 
edition, added the cases which have since been decided, 
and has given a complete set of forms under the Arti- 
sans’ and Labourers’ Dwellings Improvement Act, 1875, 
The recent cases appear to have been carefully collected, 
the only omission we have discovered being Re Milne 
(24 W. R. 98), which should have been mentioned under 
section 69 of the Lands Clauses Act. May we suggest 
thatatable of the pages at which the various sections of the 
two principal statutes are discussed would be an advantage 
to the legal reader? There are references to 
given in the notes to the reprint of the Lands Clauses 
Act at the end of the volume, but it would be convenient 
to have them in a more compendious form at the 
ning of the work, We may add that the type and 
general appearance of the volume are admirable. 








Pew Orvers, Ete. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
May, 1877. 


I, the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont Baron 
Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, d 
hereby, in pursuance of the seventeenth section of “ The 
Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876,” appoint Sir William 
Baliol Brett, Mr. Justice Lush, Mr. Baron Pollock, and 
Mr. Justice Manisty to be the four judges of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature by whom, together with the Lon 
Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, the 
Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief Baron of the Ex 
chequer, rules of court for carrying into effect the enaee 
ments contained in the said section of the said Act shall 
be made as therein mentioned. And this appointment 
is to continue in force until the 1st day of January, 
1878. Carrns, 0. 

November 7, 1876. 


Ruxzs. 

1. These rules may be cited as “The Rules of th 
Supreme Court, May, 1877,” or each separate rule may 
be cited as if it had been one of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, and had been numbered by the number of the 
order and rule mentioned in the margin. 

2. These rules shall come into operation on the 1st of 
June, 1877. 

Orp. 14, 
Leave to defend where writ specially indorsed, 

3. Ord. 14, r. 1.] Ord. 14, r. 1, of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court is hereby repealed, and the following 
rule is substituted :— 

Where the defendant appears to a writ of summomr 
8 y indorsed under ord. 3,r. 6, the plaintiff mayy 
on affidavit made by himself, or by any other pera 
who can swear positively to the debt or cause of actiomy 
verifying the cause of action, and stating that in 1 
belief there is no defence to the action, call on the dr 
fendant to show cause before the court or a judge WF 
the plaintiff should not be at liberty to sign final jagger 
ment for the amount so indorsed, together with in 
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ifany, and costs. 


A copy of the affidavit shall accom- 
pany the summons or notice of motion. The court or a 
judge may thereupon, unless the defendant, by affi- 
davit or otherwise, satisfy the courtor a judge that he 
hase good defence to the action on the merits, or dis- 
close such facts as may be deemed sufficient to entitle 
him to defend, make an order empowering the plaintiff 
tosign judgment accordingly. 
Carans, C. 
A. E. Oocxsurn. 
G. Jessen. 
CotERmer. 
Frrzroy Kzity. 
Wm. Baxion Brerr. 
Rost. Lusx. 
C. E. Pottocx. 
H. Manisry. 


May, 1877. 





Cases of the Week. 


ConrRacT r0R Sate or LAND—IDENTIFICATION OF VENDOR 
—“Tue Proprietor "—STatTutE oF Fraups.—In a recent 
case of Rossiter v. Miller, Jessel, M.K., held (as he had 
held in Sale v. Lambert, 22 W. R. 478, L. R. 18 Eq. 1) that 
adescription of the vendor in a contract for the sale of 
jand merely as ‘‘the proprietor ” was sufficient to satisfy 
the Statute of Frauds. This view of the statute was, on 
the 8th inst., approved by the Court of Appeal (Lord 
Coleridge, C.J.. and James and Baggallay, L.JJ.), thongh 
they reversed the decision of the Master of the Rolls, on the 
ground that the parties had never come to any concluded 


PracticE—PRocEEDING IN DEFAULT oF APPEARANCE— 
Dutivery or STATEMENT or CriAarmm—Orp. 13, R. 9; 
Om. 19, k. 2.—In an action (Menton v. Metcalf) for 
foredlosure in which the defendant had not appeared, 
and the plaintiff having proceeded upon affidavit of 
service under ord. 13, r. 9, and afterwards, without 
delivering a statement of claim, having delivered, by filing 
under ord, 19, r. 6, a notice of motion for judgment in de- 
fault of defence under ord. 29, r. 10, judgment was obtained. 
The registrar raised an objection to drawing up the order 
becanse no statement of claim bad been delivered under ord. 
19%,r.2. Application was now made to Hall, V.C., fora 
direction to draw up the order, or for an extension of time 
in which to deliver a statement of claim. His lordship said 
the defendant could not by non-appearance be taken to 
have dispensed with a statement of claim under ord. 19, r. 
2 No statement having been delivered by the plaintiff 
there was no default in the defendant’s pleading. He (the 
Vice-Chancellor) must direct the order not to be drawn up 
abpresent, but would give a fortnight to the plaintiff in 
which he might deliver his statement. 


Evioence — EmpLoyment or SHoRTHAND WRrITER — 
SWEARING AFFIDAVIT BEFORE COMMISSIONER—SIGNATURE 
—Accounts—SrroraL RererEe—JupicaturE Act, 1878, 
8, §7.—In a case of Fearnehough v. Fernell, heard by Fry, J., 
othe Ist and 2nd inst., the plaintiff was examined at 
considerable length. His examination was commenced on 

afternoon of the 1st inst., full notes of what he 
wid being taken by the judge and by counsel. When the 
examination was re-commenced on the morning of the 2nd 
inst, it appeared that the witness’s words had been taken 
verbatim by a shorthand writer, whose notes did 
respects correspond with those of the judge or 
counsel. Fry, J., said that the employment of a sho: 
Writer was of great advantage to the parties, as well 


ortening the time ocoupied in taking | 


evidence. As a shorthand writer had been 

loyed in this case, his lordship said that he should not 
me egress of the case by taking a co.uplete note 
ence, but should only take down ing 


coune ofthe ogous him to be very material. in the 


examination @ question arose with 


reference to.an answer which had been filed on his 
in a former chancery suit, and in which he had / 
story inconsistent with that upon which he i 
resent claim to relief. The answer was 
and, and he admitted that the signature to it 
he would not swear that it was not), but he was 
that he had never been sworn to it. The answer purported 
to have been sworn by him on a peiete ape a 
commissioner in Sheffield, and the plaintiff was positive that 
he was not in Sheffield on that day, and he called a number 
of witnesses to show that he could not have been there, 
the result it became unn to deeide whether the 
plaintiff's story was true or not, though Fry, J., expressed 
an opinion that the plaintiff was not ing any wi 
misstatement. But his lordship said that this circumstance 
confirmed him inan opinion which he had previously formed, 
that the ordinary practice, according to which a person who 
has to swear to an affidavit or other document before a 
commissioner signs it before he attends the commissioner, 
and then is only asked whether the signature is his, and 
whether he knows the contents of the document, ought to 
be altered. His lordship thought that it would be much 
better that the deponent should sign the document in the 
presence of the commissioner, as this would afford an addi- 
tional security against personation. A decree was 
ultimately made in a form which involved the taking of 
some accounts, and Fry, J., then said that, for the p 
of taking the accounts, the plaintiff must apply to the 
Chancellor to re-transfer the action to Malins, V.C., to 
whom it was originally attached. The plaintiff’s counsel 
su, that the accounts might, under section 57 of the 
Act of 1873, be ordered to be taken before a special referee. 
Fry, J., expressed a doubt whether that section applied to 
the taking of the ordinary accounts under a decree, but said 
that of course the order could be made if both the parties 
consented. It became, however, unnecessary to decide the 


point. 


as his (é. 


Fovtine oF StrEAM—RrPaRIAN ProprieTor—Ingune- 
TION—InJURY—Damace.—In a case of Pennington v. The 
Brinsop Hall Coal Company, decided by Fry, J., on the 5th 
inst., his lordship pointed out the difference between an 
obstruction to ancient lights and an interference with the 
right of a riparian proprietor to have the use of the water- 
of @ stream in its natural state, with —_ to its bearing 
on the question whether damages should be awarded in lien 
of an injunction. The plaintiffs, who were owners of a 
cotton mill situate on the banks of a stream, claimed an 
injunction to restrain the defendants, who were colliery 
owners higher up the stream, from discharging water from 
their mines into the stream so as to cause injury and 
damage to the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs alleged that the 
water from the defendants’ mines was strongly impregnated 
with chemical matter or acid of a deleterious character, 
that it corroded and destroyed iron very rapidly, and thus 
seriously injured the steam engine, boilers, and other parts 
of the plaintiffs’ machinery, in consequence of which the 
plaintiffs were put to a much larger expense in the clean- 
ing and repairing of their boilers and machinery than before 
the defendants commenced pumping their water into the 
stream. The plaintiffs claimed as riparian proprietors, and 
also by prescription. ‘The defendants denied that their 
operations caused the pollution complained of, and urged 
that, even if they did, the injury was one for which 
& pecuniary compensation would be given, and that 
damages ought to be awarded in lieu of an injunction. 
Reliance was placed upon those cases in which the court 
has, in suits in respect of obstructions to light, awarded 
damages in lien of an injunction. Fry, J., held, upon the 
evidence, that the plaintiffs had made out their case, and 
was of opinion that an injunction onght to be granted, ag 
well as an inquiry as to damages in respect of the past 
injury. He said that, in the case of an obstraction to 
light, the injury in most cases resulted from a permanent 
structure, and damages would represent the depreciation 
in value of the injured property, whereas, in the case of 
pollution of a stream, the injury might vary from day to 
day and might increase or might cease. Damages could, 
therefore, only compensate for the past injury. Moreover, 
® riparian proprietor waa not limited to his present mode 
of enjoyment, but might use the water for different pur- 





poses, and it was i to foresee what damages 
would compensate for the injury whioh the continued 
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pollution of the stream might cause to such new modes of 
enjoyment. Withont saying that in no case of injury to 
riparian rights could damages be awarded in lieu of an 
irjunction, his lordship said that he knew of no case in 
which that had been done. And, indeed, in Clowes v. The 
Staffordshire Potteries Water Works Company (21 W. RB. 82, 
L, RB. 8 Ch. 125) it was held by the Conrt of Appeal that, 
though the plaintiff could only recover nominal damages, 
still en injunction ought to be granted to relieve him from 
the necessity of bringing successive actions. In the course 
of his judgment his lordship said that the case afforded a 
clear illustration of the difference between injury and 
damage. The pollution of a clear stream was to a riparian 
proprietor below the source of pollution both injary and 
damage, whilst the pollution of a stream already made 
foul and useless from other sources was an injury without 
damage, though, on the cesser of the pollutions from 
other sources, it would at once become both injury and 
age. 


EvIDENCE — AFFIDAVIT — SPECIAL EXAMINER — ILLNESS 
or Witness—Orp. 37, pr. 1, 4.—In a case of Bell v. 
Hazlerigg, heard by Fry, J., on the 6th inst., the defendant 
moved that he might be at liberty to file an affidavit of 
a witness relating to facts stated in the defence, and that 
the defendant should be at liberty to read the affidavit on 
the trial of the action, on the ground that the witness was 
not able to attend the trial by reason of illness. Fry, J., 
made an order appointing, at the defendant’s request, @ 
special examiner to take the deposition of the witness. 
The deposition was not to be used at the trial unless 
evidence was given of the witness’s inability to attend, 
or of his being outof thecountry. The costs of the motion 
vere reserved. 


DiscoverY—AFFIDAVIT oF DocuMENTS—ACTION FOR 
Becovery or Lanp—Orp. 19, B. 15; Orv. 31, rr. 11, 
12.—In the case of The Magdalen Hospital v. Knotts (re- 
ferred to ante, p. 559), the plaintiff moved on the 6th 
inst., before Fry, J., for the common order that the 
defendants should make and file affidavits of documents in 
their possession relating to the matters in question in the 
action. The defendants resisted the motion, on the ground 
that the action was one for ejectment or the recovery of 
land in their possession, and contended that they ought 
not to be compelled to do anything which might discover 
their title, it being, indeed, according to ord. 19, r. 16, 
unnecessary for a defendant to such an action, who is in 
possession, to plead anything but his possession. Fry, J., 
said that no injury would be done to the defendants’ 
rights by the order asked for. They would still be able 
to object to production of any of the documents, and to 
their admissibility as evidence at the hearing. The order 
was accordingly made in the ordinary form. This decision 
appears to accord with that of Hall, V.C., in Fortescue v. 

ortescue (24 W. R. 945). 








‘On Monday evening,in the House of Commons, in answer 
#e Sir H. Jackson, the Attorney-General said it was the 
intention of the Government to use all efforts to pass the 
Patents for Inventions Bill. He sincerely hoped they 
would be successful. 


A parliamentary Blue-book was issued on Thursday, con- 
taining the reports made by a departmental committee on 
the system upon which the legal business of the Govern- 
ment is conducted. The first report was dated the 6th of 
July, 1875, the second report on the 4th of August in the same 
year, and the third on the 6th of December in the same 
year. The evidence given appears in the volume, with 
appendices, extending to ninety folio pages. In a table 
annexed the estimated total and net cost of legal business of 
public departments in England for 1875 is stated, the 
salaries at £62,767 ; fees and other law charges, £75,928, 
making a total cost of £138,690; the miscellaneous 
receipts carried to the Exchequer, £27,858, leaving the net 
cost, £110,832, The expenses of administration cases and 
divorce interventions are not ineluded. About £40,000 a 


—————___ 


——" 


THE PAYMASTER-GENERAL. 


Tue following are the observations in the report on the 
accounts of the transaction of the Paymaster-General of 
the Court of Chancery for 1875-76, &c., on which we com. 
mented last week:—There have been during the year 
twenty-two cases in which accounts have been overdra 
for the most part toa very trifling extent, and in all 
these cases the overdrawing has been adjusted upon 
being pointed out by this Department. 

On the 7th of July, 1876, a payment of £15 1s. 8d. wag 
made by the Chancery Paymaster to Louis J. England, 
pursuant to an order of the 26th of February, 1875; but 
it was discovered by this Department that an order of the 
2nd of March, 1876, had directed this payment to be madg 
to Margaret H. England instead of to her husband. Upon 
this being pointed out to the Paymaster, he admitted that 
the draft should not have been delivered to the latter, 
and stated that, upon the circumstances being brought by 
him under the notice of the Lords Commissioners of her 
Majesty's Treasury, their lordships had directed payment 
of the amount to be made to the proper person. This hag 
accordingly been done, and the sum paid in error has been 
recouped to this account from the vote for the High Court 
of Justice, Chancery Division, &c. 

In my report of last year I submitted some observations 
upon the delays in carrying out the directions contained 
in orders of the court; the frequent instances in which 
action had been taken upon orders which had been super. 
seded by otbers of a later date not brought to the notica 
of the Paymaster; and on an apparent infraction of the 
provision of r. 25 of 1874, that no money shall be paid into 
court under that rule in respect of which there have been 
any directions contained in orders or Acts of Parliament 
requiring some particular authority. 

Daring the last year a correspondence has taken place 
between this Department, the Chancery Paymaster, and 
the Lords Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury, upon 
irregularities which have arisen from such causes, and 
it has been ruled by the Treasury and the Lord Chancellor 
that the Chancery Paymaster is not to be held accountable 
for any improper application of fands in court which may 
arise in consequence of the neglect of solicitors to bring 
orders containing later directions of the court under his 
notice. 

In this ruling I would express my entire acquiescence, 
so long as the system continues under which the Chancery 
Paymaster is not advised of the orders issued by the court, 
It appears to me, however, to be not unreasonable to 
that, when an order is brought to the notice of the F 
master, he should take such note of it as would prel 
his acting (under some previous direction) in @ mannét 
opposed to its provisions ; and I am also of opinion that, 
whenever the Paymaster’s attention is called by 
Department to any action on his part, in ignorance of the 
more recent directions of the court, some steps should be 
taken by him for the correction, if possible, of the error 
into which he has been led by those who have the carriag® 
of the orders. It will be seen from the s 
remarks that although, in many cases, such steps have 
been taken, there is apparently no obligation on the Pay- 
master to take any such action, and therefore no seo 
that the later directions of the court will be carried into 
effeot. 

The following cases, which have been brought to 7 
notice during the past year, may serve as examples 
show that there is something faulty in the present system: 

1. Certain sums were found to have been transferred 
from one account to another iu @ cause, and certain stock 
to have been sold, pursuant to the directions of an orde 
of 1873, whereas an order of the 20th of March, 16/0, 
directed that the whole of the funds to the credit of the 
accounts in question, after the payment of legacy duty, 
should be carried to different accounts. 

The accountant’s attention having been called to this 
he replied that the solicitors in the case informed him that 
it was not intended to interfere with the operation of the 
old order, and that an application had been made to 
registrar to the order of 1875 accordingly, #: 
that the registrar declined to make the alteration. 





year is paid into the Exchequer as the Crown's share in 
administration cases. 


ired. 
"This case was brought by this Department under thé 
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‘potice of the Lords of the Treasury, and their lordships 
eonveyed to me, on the 6th of July, 1876, the opinion of 
the Lord Chancellor that a new order should be obtained 
“to set right the inconsistency.” 

] was informed, however, in a subsequent letter, dated 
the 19th of August last, that, as the suit was very nearly 
glosed, and a new order would shortly be obtained, deal- 
ing with the funds then in court, it was considered un- 
neceseary to obtain a special order for the. purpose above 
mentioned. Up to the present time, however, no copy of 
gich an order has been received by me._- 

2. On the 9th of August, 1876, it was found that a certain 
dividend had been placed on deposit, although an order of 
March, 1875, which had been acted on by the accountant 
on the 21st of July, 1875, directed all dividends to be paid 
to a person therein named. 

The accountant’s attention was accordingly drawn to this, 
with reference to r. 69, which lays down that, ‘if a direc- 
tion in an order dealing with money in court, otherwise 
than by directing it to be placed on deposit, is brought 
under the notice of the Chancery Paymaster, such money 
shall not be placed on deposit.” 

He stated, in reply, that no direction in an order dealing 
with the dividends in question had been brought under his 
notice. It thus appears that the Paymaster does not 
consider it his duty, when an order is brought to him, to 
take note of any other portion of it than that which may 
—y the particular sum which he is called upon to deal 


8. In another case, although an order dated 15th of 
January, 1876, directed that the dividend on consols, 
which had just been credited to an account, should be 

iated in part payment of costs, and that any 
further dividends to accrue on the same stock, or on the 
residue after a sale, likewise ordered, should be divided 
into thirteen parts, and paid away or carried to other 
accounts, it was found that the dividends which accrued 
in January and July, 1876, and January, 1877, had all 
been invested pursuant to an order dated 9th of August, 
1875. In reply to an observation calling attention to this 
oversight, the Paymaster stated that ‘‘no such direction 
as that referred to” had been brought under his notice. 

It has also been discovered that in some cases, where 
stop orders have been issned, the funds in court have 
nevertheless been dealt with under previous directions, 
owing apparently to the failure of solicitors to bring such 
stop orders under the notice of the Paymaster. This 
appears to me to be an important illustration of the de. 
fective character of the present system. 

As regards the payments into court under r. 25, it is mani- 
fest that, so long as the Chancery Paymaster is not supplied 
with copies of orders, it Teal Ga impossible for him to 
question the propriety of receiving the amounts tendered, 
when accompanied by a formal request on the part of the 
wlicitor, containing a statement that the money was not 

by an order to be paid into court. I have, how- 

ever, considered it my duty to bring under the notice of the 
Lords of the Treasury some, among many, instances in 
which, as it appeared to me, the Paymaster had been misled, 
doubtless through inadvertence, by the representations made 
tohim, My reasons for so doing are set forth in a letter to 
the Treasury, dated the 25th of August last, a copy of 
which will be found in the appendix, together with their 
lordships’ views upon the subject contained in a letter from 
Mr. Lingen of the 13th of September, in reply. It will be 
seen that, although this correspondence originated in cases 
affected by r. 25, it takes up the general question of the 
limits of the Paymaster's responsibility, and I have ven- 
to express my opinions more fully upon this subject in 

® further letter to the Secretary to the Treasury of the Ist 
of March, 1877, a copy of which is. also appended to this 


ere is, however, a further consideration in connection 
these questions to which I cannot but attach much 


ce, 

t is provided in the Act of 1872 that “‘save as other- 
wise provided by any rale made under this Act, all money 
in court + + » shall be placed on deposit,” and 
that it shall “ bear interest at the rate of £2 per cent. per 
annum,” and the rules of 1874 provide that the placing on 
deposit of money paid into court shall not be deferred 
beyond the 15th or the last day of the month in which it 
thall be paid in, whichever day shall first happen after such 


payment; also that the National Debt Commissioners shall 

lace the amount of interest, certified by the Chancery 
Pepeseater to have accrued every half-year, “to the credit 
of the account kept by them of money placed in their hands 
by the Chancery Paymaster on behalf of the Court of 
Chancery.” 

Under present circumstances, it frequently happens that 
money is placed on deposit, although an order was in ex- 
istence at the time, directing it to be invested or otherwise 
dealt with, and it often remains on deposit for a considerable 

eriod. x 
; This is occasioned, either by the improper use of r. 25, 
which rule is only applicable (as stated above) to moneys in 
regard to which the-court has given no directions, or from 
the omission of persons having the carriage of orders to bring 
the directions contained in them under the notice of the 
Chancery Paymaster. 7 z 

In all such cases interest accrues and is included in the 
amounts certified by the Paymaster to the National Debt 
Commissioners, although it would seem, with reference to the 
rule, that asthe money should not have been placed on de- 
posit, no interest is properly chargeable to the public. 

Some of these cases have been brought by me under the 
notice of the Chancery Paymaster, but he has stated that he 
is not aware of any authority which enables him to with- 
draw money from deposit until requested to do 
so by the parties concerned, In one case, however, 
when a sum had been placed on deposit through 
inadvertence at the Pay Office, the solicitors were mov 
by the Paymaster to request the withdrawal of the money, 
which was accordingly withdrawn upon the authority of 
the order to which attention had been called, and it appears 
to me that the same course might be followed whenever It 
were officially notified to the Paymaster that an order 
dealing differently with the money was in existence at the 
time when, in ignorance of that order, he had placed it on 
deposit. 

e all such cases, moreover, I am of opinion that any 
interest which may have accrued on the deposit should be 
written off upon the authority of the order directing the 
disposal of the money. It was stated recently by the 
Chancery Paymaster that, in his opinion, whether the money 
were deposited by inadvertence or not, interest accrued with 
respect to it until it was withdrawn, and that he knew of 
no authority by which he could write off such interest ; but 
in another instance where money had been placed on deposit 
at atime when the Paymaster had received notice of its 
being otherwise dealt with, he withdrew the money, quoting 
the order as his authority, and credited no interest. 

Some such action would seem te be the more desirable 
a8, notwithstanding the provision contained in r. 37, that 
when an order deals with money in court, it shall be the 
duty of the solicitor for the person having the carriage of 
such order to leave it, and a request to act upon it, at the 
Chancery Pay Office without unnecessary delay, it is 
found practically that in many instances great delay 
occurs, leading to consequences which it may be very 
difficult to remedy. 

I have brought this question of interest under the 
notice of the Lords of the Treasury, but have not yet 
been favoured with their lordships’ views on the matter. 

As bearing on the question of delay, it may not be out 
of place here to quote an opinion of the Lord Chancellor 
contained in a letter from his principal secretary, dated 
the 9th of March, 1876, that “if serious difficulties are 
found to arise from the omission of agents to bring 
charging orders to the notice of the Paymaster, it might be 
considered whether rules should not be framed by which 
the performance of this duty might be enforced upon 
them, and they might be visited with the responsibility 
for its omission.” “ . 

Another question arose during the period of this acoount 
as to the guardianship of securities in court. It was 
that an order of 16th of July, 1875, had directed certain 
persons to re-deposit a box in conrt, containing railway 
securities, on or before the 10th of March, 1876. The box 
having been delivered out on the 30th of September, 1875, 
but not re-deposited up to the Ist of June, 1876, an i uiry 
was to the master upon the subject, he 
replied that he did not consider it to be “any part of his 
daty to see to the payment or transfer of money or securities 





into court, or to the deposit of securities or other effects im 
court.” 
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This matter was brought under the notice of the Lords of 
the Treasury, and was laid by their lordships before the 
Lerd Chancellor ; and it has been ruted that it is no part of 
the Chancery Paymuster’s duty to take any steps “ to insure 
compliance with directions which are contained in orders of 


the _— but wita the execution of which he is not 


In calling attention to this circumstance, I had in view 
‘the lisbility of the Consolidated Fund as declared in section 
‘6 of the Act 35 & 36 Vict. c. 44, which specifies that ‘‘ the 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom shall be liable 
to make good to the suitors of the Court of Chancery,” not 
only “ money in court and all securities in court, 
whether the same have been paid, transferred, or deposited 
imto or in court before or after the commencement of the 
Act,” but also ‘‘ull money and securities vested in the 
Paymaster-General for the time being by or in pursuance of 
this Act.” It is a question, which is not settled by the above 
@ecision, whether this liability would apply to securities 
which, having been placed in the custody of the court, are 
delivered out for a limited time and for a specific purpose, 
and wh+ther it might not be desirable, in the interests of 
the Consolidated Fund, to make some provision for the 
return of such securities within the time appointed. 


Dormant Accounts, 

With reference to the last paragraph of my report upon 
‘the previous year’s account, I have to state that no advice 
has as yet been received in this Department of the carrying 
over to aseparate account in the books of the Chancery 
Paymaster, the small balauces of money and securities, for 
which provision is made in r. 92 of 1874. 

I have again called attention to this delay, and the reply 
of the Chancery Paymaster will be found in the appendix. 
I may state, however, that the list required by the preceding 
rule, No. 91, to be made public, was printed in the London 

Gazette of 1st March last. 

In my report, dated 18th May, 1875, upon the account 
of this service for the year 1873-4, I stated that the 
Lords of the Treasury had “supplied me with a stoff 
at ee adequate for the performance of this 
branch of my business.” At that time the examina- 
tion of this account upon the extended principle of 
comparing the transactions with the authorities had not 
been long in operation; but at the expiration of another 
year, it was found, notwithstanding considerable efforts, 
that this duty could not be satisfactorily performed without 
More assistance, and on the 8th of June, 1876, I caused a 
letter to be addressed to the Secretary to the Treasury 
representing the rapid growth of the business, and sub- 
mitting, for the consideration of the Lords of the Treasury, 
that an increase of six clerks might be made to the exist- 
ing staff. A correspondence has ensued, a summary of 
which will be found in the copy of a letter from this 
Department of the 12th of January last, in the appendix. 
Up to the present time my Department has not been in- 
creased, and there is an arrear of about three months in 
the examination, so far as it is attempted to be performed. 

d have, however, to observe that the present audit is, for 
the reasons stated in the letter referred to, defective in 
two very important particulars—viz., 1, the verification of 
the powers of attorney, under which a vast number of the 
payments are made; 2, the examination of the payments 
with reference to the various conditions laid down in the 
orders of the court. 

This circumstance was also specially brought under the 
motice of the Lords of the Treasury in a letter from this 
Mes a goes of the 14th of August, 1876. 

bearing upon the general question of the in- 
verease of work, I may mention that, owing no doubt in a 
great measure to unavoidable circumstances, the number of 
@rrors which are found in the printed orders is very consider- 
able. It is of course necessary that when these errors are 
corrected in the original orders, a corresponding correction 
should be made in the office copies farnished to this Depart- 
ment, and these copies are accordingly sent back to the 
Department of Records and Writs for that purpose. Upwards 
of 3,000 orders were returned for correction during the past 
year ; but this gives a very imperfect idea of the number of 
corrections made, as there are frequently several alterations 
in the same order, Most of these are amendments of clerical 
mistakes, or of errors arising from some accidental slip or 
omission, 28 contemplated by the rules ; buf, in some, cases, 
alterations have been made, at the instance of solicitors, in 


“what they had to do. 

















order to substantiate transactions of the Chancery Paymaster, 
to which attention has been called by this Department as not 
being in aceordance with the directions contained in orden; 
while in others the time for paying money into court has been 
extended ; and there ‘have been further alterations which 
scarcely partake of a purely clerical character. 





Sucieties. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


A dinner was given in celebration of the seventeenth 

anniversary of this society at the Albion Tavern, Alderg. 

ate-street, on Wednesday evening last. Mr. Baron 
Bollock in the absence of Mr. Justice Field) presided, ang 
amo’ e company present were Mr. Morgan 
Q.C., Mr. J. Pearson, Q.C., Mr. Butt, Q.C., Mr. Wills 
Q.C., Mr. Murphy, Q.C., Mr. Cookson, Q.C., Mr. G 
Mr. Rose, Mr. Roscoe, Mr. Baxter, Mr. Drummond, Mr, 
Jonas, and other well-known members of the legal profes. 
sion, and their friends. 

After the usual loyal and patriotic toasts had been 
honoured, 

The CHarrman, in proposing the toast. of the eveni 
said his doing so was not unmingled with regret, ovine 
reason of the absence of Mr. Justice Field, who had 
announced as chairman. He had seen his learned brother a 
few hours previously, and could assure the company that 
nothing but the strongest ground, namely, a domestic 
affliction, would have prevented him from being present, for 
he had looked forward to the present occasion as one of the 
pleasantest evenings he could possibly enjoy. However, 
these inevitable accidents must be accepted as they —, 
but the opportunity must be taken of saying a few w 
about that learned judge, many of the gentlemen present 
having known him as a member of their own branch of the 

rofession to which they all belonged. It was no doubt a — 

tting and happy combination of ideas which had ind 
them to ask him to be present as their chairman on this occa- 
sion. At the cost of a little digression, he (Mr. Baron 
Pollock) would narrate his first professional acquaintance 
with Mr. Justice Field. He had to argue a case in the Privy 
Council, involving questions of commercial and civil law, 
and it came from one of the colonies where the Italian law 
was most observed. His client handed him a very learned 
book purely on Italian law, and he thought he would be 
quite safe if he cited from it only the particular pa 
which were marked for him, knowing that Mr. Justice 
like himself, had not had the advantage ofa university edu- 
cation, but had come straight from school to the bar. His 
learned brother asked him for the loan of the book (they 
of course always obliged each other in that respect), and he 
very soon discovered that his client had better have sent the 
book beyond the four seas than have produced it, for 
Mr. Justice Field found out all the passages in it im 
his own favour, and so turned it to his own i 
as to make him (Mr. Baron Pollock) sincerely wish 
had never brought the book into court. That might be 
taken as a distinctive mark of the man, and showed what 
might be done by the application of energy and vigour to 

uring a twenty-five eed kaow- 

ledge of him as an adversary at the bar, travelling with him 
on circuit, and lastly as a companion on the bench, he had 
always pursued thesame straightforv/ard, hard-hitting, manly, 
honest course which had now placed him in the foremost 
rank. Adverting to the toast of the evening, “ The Solicl 
tors’ Benevolent Association, and may Prosperity attend it, 
the chairman said: You are all members of a very vast 
profession, a profession which is more extensive in its dif- 
ferent branches than probably any other which is known ® 
mankind. I suppose there is no relation of life, 
public, or professional, which is not touched in some 
or other by our profession. If I were to go down to iit 
coln’s-inn to-morrow I should find that the members of it 
were visibly and actively employed in all kinds of transae 
tions between man and man, and between man and womal. 
It is one of our constitutional maxims that the Lord Chaneel- 
lor is the keeper of the King’s or the Queen's conscience, bat 
that maxim, whether it has grown masty or not, is not often 
adverted to now ; however, | am sure that if I went down 
to Lincoln’s-inn [ should find that he is the keeper of a grett 
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— 
, eonseiences, and acts as guardian and directs the edu- 
of youth. Judgeshave at all events to undertake 
cate of the wards of court. Then, if I went tothe city 
London I should see a great deal of litigious business going 
qm, necessitating advice as to what men are to do with 
gegard to bills of exchange and bills of lading and many 
topics of that kind, and I am sure I should find that no 
qercbant, or banker, or business man would ever take 
ny course with regard to them without first consulting 
his solicitor. Ido not say this in joke, but as showing 
how many different matters there are which your profes. 
gion touches, and the great interests with which it is in 
eonstant connection. So in my own branch of the profes- 
gion there are great difficulties in its early commencement, 
straggles to rise, great anxieties and sometimes more 
than anxieties for those who need to be assisted, and com- 
forted, and alleviated by others who have been more suc- 
cosfal. This society, therefore, seems to me to have a 
special and a double claim on all members of the profes- 
gion. I suppose no one doubts, and it is not worth while 
ing to inquire when and how it first began, but it is 
ient to say that it recognizes the daty of charity from 
those well to do towards those less well to do, and the 
ion how and under what circumstances that charity 
ghould be administered is always a question of the greatest 
ticety and one that needs to be dealt with with great 
gantion and tenderness. Probably, at all times, such 
tharity has been administered. It has been my lot 
onseveral occasions to have to administer it, and to con- 
sider what is the difference between charity administered 
in ordinary circumstances privately and individually 
towards those who have professional relations with us, and 
otherwise, and that which is administered by organized 
charities, and I cannot help thinking, looking at the 
vast range of cases which come under our notice, that 
it is impossible such charity can be fairly administered 
¢xeept on principles of organization. You have, therefore, 
the decided principle of distributing charity syste- 
matically where charity is needed, and it is done in a mode 
dcr none of the graces of charity are takenaway. IfI 
t for a moment that by these means charity was 
¢onverted into a mere dole or formal distribution of funds, 
I should say you were taking away the noblest part of it. 
We know very well that one of the happiest and most 
glorious things in life is when we can be useful to those 
who are engaged in common cause with us all, but who 
been unfortunate, and that happiness is certainly not 
from by such an organization as this. Again, the 
inculcation of habits of providence is one of the great 
Objects and advantages of this society ; it teaches men the 
aon, of laying by in order to provide for the unforeseen 
difficulties which may overtake them and their families 
while ogy Say taking care of the affairs of others better, 
fiers an they are enabled to take care of their own. 
is thus a great satisfaction to find that you have gone on 
from year to year gradually investing your funds, and so 
making yourselves independent of external contributions. 
During the last six months I find that you have had as 
Many as 104 new members to join your body, but I am bound 
to say, when I know the great number of solicitors there are 
this country, that I have heen somewhat surprised to 
find that the total number of members yon at present have 
isonly 2,274. I think, therefore, it would be well if you 
could add to your number by inducing an increase of your 
members from among the numerous ranks of the profession. 
the past six months, too, it appears that pay- 
Ments exceeding £1,000 have been made in different ways 
Which I need not advert to, and the result is, on the whole, 
‘extremely satisfactory. As an instance that such institu- 
tions as this are valuable and progressive in their example, 
Imay mention that in + Ge branch of the profession, 
Objections have been raised hitherto to such an 
institution, it has been found better by the bar that, in- 
stead of calling together occasional meetings on behalf of 
Widows and children left unprovided for, there should be 
“regular system established which, without in the least 
bringing down or lessening the good feeling which should 
exist in these sad cases, may be of more essential 
in affording assistance. I do hope your numbers 
increase, and I have the greatest pleasure in proposing 


The following was then announced by the CHAIRMAN as 


tions, £136 10s.; new annual subscriptions, £72 Qa.; 
donations (about) £350 ; with an accession of ten life and 
sixty-seven annual subscribers. 

The remaining toasts of “The Stewards” and “The 
Chairman of the Evening” were then proposed and 
honoured, and the meeting terminated. 


UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The forty-fifth anniversary of this society was celebrated 
on Monday last at the Freemasons’ Tavern, Great Queen- 
street, the Hon. Sir Henry Hawkins in the chair. Amongst 
those present were the Lord Chief Baron, Dr. Vaughan, 
Mr. Serjeant Parry, Q.C., Mr. Westlake, Q.C., Mr. Collins, 
Q.C., Mr. Russell, Q.C., Mr. Torr, Q.C., Mr. Mellor, 
Q.C., Mr. Lawrence, Q.C., Tindal Atkinson, Esq,, 
R. A. Webster, Esq., E. Bullen, Esq., H. J. Young, Esq, 
(President of the [ucorporated Law Society), W. Binns 
Smith, Esq, De Courcy Atkins, Esq., E. Besley, Esq., 
Cecil Berestord, Esq., P. Witham, Esq., E. E. Lake, Esq., 
T. G. Ballen, Esq., W. Drummond, Esq., T. Rawle, Esq., 
J. Rae, Esq., J. Layton, Esq., F. Q. Crump, Esq. Y. Lee, 
Esq., T. H. Devonshire, E:q., G. N. Emmett, Esq., C. J. 
Fache, Esq., E. Bannister, Esq., W. Chubb, Esq. and G. 
Lewis, Esq. 

After the usual loyal and patriotic toasts had been dis- 
posed of, 

The CHarrMaN, in proposing the toast of the evening, 
said :—My lords, ladies, and gentlemen: I rise with feel- 
ings of considerable diflidence, seeing how many more 
eloquent of my friends are sitting around me to-night, to 
propose to you the toast which I am sure, when I have 
mentioned it to you, you will all drink with the enthusiasm 
which it deserves. We are assembled here this evening, 
not merely for festive parposes, but for the purpose of 
rendering our best aid and assistance to a most deserving 
society, which has been instituted for the benefit of a most 
deserving and intelligent class of men, and it is with these 
feelings and in this spirit that I propose to you “ Prosperity 
to the United Law Clerks’ Society” ; and in drinking that 
toast I entreat—although I need hardly do so, I am sare— 
each one of you to drink it with the firm determination to 
assist the objects of the institution to the best of your 
abilities ; for the law clerks are, I venture to assert with- 
out fear of a solitary contradietion, the most laborious, the 
most industrious, the most intelligent, honest, and usefal 
members of the community. Gentlemen, the society the 
interests of which I have the honour this night to advceate, 
though those interests need or ought to need no adv 
at all, was instituted so Jong ago as the year 1832, and we 
are now celebrating the forty-fifth anniversary. It com- 
menced, and had as the nucleus, subscriptions and earnest 
endeavours of a few gentlemen who were themselves in the 
profession. They, casting their eyes around them, saw very 
many instances and very many cases of sorrow and distress 
which required alleviation, and they bethought themselves 

that it would be a good thing if the law clerks of this great 
metropolis were to associate themselves together, and form 
what, for the want ofabetter word, I may calla benefitclub, to 
which each might resort in the case of sickness or old age or 
infirmity. Such was the origin of this institution in the year 
1832, In that year it was scarcely known. In this year 
1877 there is no man who knows his profession, chere is no 
man who knows what it is to practise in it, who does not 
know and appreciate the immense benefit conferred upon 
the useful community for whose interests I am to-night 
pleading your assistance—there is not a soul who does not 
know and appreciate the immense exertions which 
have been made, and the succees which has attended 
the society siace its establishment in the year 1832. You 
will see by the printed report that, since the institution of 
this society in the year 1832, no less than between £57,000 
and £58,000 has been expended in charity and in allevia- 
ting the wants and safferings of the poorer members of 
the community. It isa proud day for this association to 
be able to say that, notwithstanding all they have done, 
they have, through the carefal management of those to 
whom their affairs have been intrasted, been able to invest 
and are now possessed beyond all question of what 
to be a large sum, namely, between £55,000 and £56,000, 
yielding them a safe and certain income of not less. than 





Teault of the evening’s collection :—New life subscrip- 


£2,000 a year. Do not suppose, however, that, because 
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£55,000 now stands safely invested in the names of the 
trustees of this society, it can yet by any means be 
called a wealthy society ; for of the income which is yearly 
derived from this large sum of money, not less than £2,000 
is actually expended in these two items alone: paying 
annuities to those who by old age are unable any longer 
to support themselves as in days gone by they were able 
to do ; and rather more than £1,000 a year is expended 
in administering that which, at the moment, is the most 
precious relief that can be afforded, alleviating the suffer- 
ings of those who are left at the death of the husband. 
Certain sums are accorded by the society upon the death 
of a member to the wife, or to the member upon the death 
of the dearest member of the family, oamely, the wife. 
So that you see the whole of the income derived from the 
invested capital is expended in paying annuities, and the 
sums due upon the death of a member or his wife. It may 
be right to call to your attention a matter which may not 
not be familiar to all of you, namely, what is the object of 
the society itself. I have told you their state and the way 
in which the funds are administered, but let me tell you 
the object of the society, as I understand it. It is, to 
enable every member of this great profession, by becoming 
a member of this society to secure himself one or all of 
these advantages :—in sickness, if he should need it, asum 
of one guinea per week ; after he has subscribed for sixteen 
years, if by age or infirmity he becomes unable to follow 
his avocation, he has a pension varying, according to the 
length of membership, from £26 to £36 8s. per annum ; 
he has medical aid given to him whensoever he requires it 
by a medical officer whom the society have thought it 
right to enlist in their service, and relief is given to 
those who do not come upon the society in the other 
ways which I have mentioned. In the event of the death 
of a member of the society no less than £50 is given to the 
widow to alleviate her immediate wants, and to enable her 
to provide what many homes would be without but for this 
timely aid, and upon the death of a wife in the lifetime of 
the husband, he is allowed £25, thus giving him the means 
of providing for those extra expenses which fall upon him 
in the dire moment of tribulation. Having done all this 
the society desire not to confine, and do not confine, their 
bounties merely to those who have threwn their lot in with 
them and subscribed four years to entitle them to the bene- 
fits, for they are in the habit of giving to non-subscribers 
such temporary relief, though, of course, in smaller amounts, 
as they can from time to time afford. But over and above 
this—and this, to my mind, is a marked feature in the case 
—from time to time they lend to those who desire not to be 
supposed tocome upon the funds of the society, certain 
sums of money without interest repayable by instalments at 
the convenience of the member who borrows it. An institu- 
tion which has such advantages as these is an institution, I 
venture to say without fear of contradiction, which deserves, 
as it will receive, our unanimous support. Gentlemen, it is 
well that I should be, as I desire to be, most 
frauk and candid with you upon the present occa- 
sion, because I should have no right to ask you 
to contribute towards increasing the vested funds 
of an establishment like this if I did not put you 
as far as I could in full possession of all I knew 
about this most valuable society. Their income, it is true, 
is large. During the past year, from the invested capital, 
from the subscriptions of members, and of donations which 
were kindly given by those who attended the annual 
festival this time last year under the presidency of my 
able and excellent friend the Master of the Rolls, the 
income was not less than £5,000. Perhaps you would 
like to know how that income was disposed of. There was, as 
I have already told you, at least £2,000 paid in satisfying 
the annuities of those who had become entitled to claims 
upon the fand; there was no less than £900 paid upon the 
deaths of members and their wives, and £900 was 
distributed in giving temporary relief to those who required 
such assistance, leaving a balance of £2,000, which has 
been carried on to increase the vested capital of the society. 
I am sure there is no one who reflects upon the subject for 
a moment who will not think it reflects infinite credit upon 
those gentlemen who form the management of this society. 
I am informed these gentlemen give their services 
gratuitously at great trouble and cost to themselves, 
and they deserve all the approbation you can bestow upon 
them, because, but for their foresight, their prudence, and 





their intelligence, the society could not have been in the 
osition in which it now is. They have felt that it would 
a sad thing for them to indulge in false hopes, and, 
because their income in this particular year happened to 
be £5,000, that they should lay out that sum in relieving 
those in distress. They have a rainy day to look forward 
to, for every one knows that a society which professes to 
grant anpuities to superannuated members must provide 
tor the increasing number of annuitants as the society 
itself increases and as years roll on. In a large society 
like this the number of annuitants increase year by year, 
and if the trustees had not in their hand in the shape o 
invested interest that which would enable them to secure 
annuities as they became due, many and many a man who 
had subscribed in the hope that in his old age, if he should 
need it, he should have a certain amount with which to 
pass his days in comfort, might find himself miserably dis. 
appointed. But under the present management he has the 
funds to meet his claim. I have mentioned this, perhaps, 
a little more in detail than you might have thought it con- 
venient to listen to, because I thought it right to 
assure you that, great as the capital appears to be, the society 
needs more money, and I shall not myself be satisfied until 
I see the day—as I shall see it—when they will be able to 
say they have £100,000 at their bankers’. How is this ina 
great measure to be brought about? In the first place, I 
would address a word or two, and a word or two only, to 
those who belong to the society of law clerks—I do not 
mean this society, but who rank themselves among that 
most intelligent and useful body. There are within that 
body men who are far above the possibility of want. They 
have begun, it may be, in an humble sphere, they have risen, 
and placed themselves by their own endeavours above the 
possibility of want. To them I would only say, “‘ Remember 
your poorer brethren. You ought todo so, for there ar 
many of your poorer brethren who would remember you if you 
were in the same dire need which they are in.” They ought 
to subscribe—they ought by their annual subscriptions to 
show how they appreciate the exertions which are made on 
behalf of those who have not been so fortunate in the race 
of life. To those who are in more straitened circumstances 
I would say this: ‘Do you fear that some day or other sick- 
ness may overtake you; is it possible that you may find 
yourself unequal to perform the laborious duties which you 
have been able to do, and which have enabled you to hold 
a respectable place in society? Remember, sickness, which 
you cannot escape from, may overtake you; if you live long 
enough old age will, and quite as certainly death will, when 
you may leave bebind somebody who is near and dear to 
you. Do you desire to have provision made for you in sick- 
ness; do you desire if that provision is made for you to 
hold yourself as an independent man amongst those with 
whom you have associated? The answer is, You do, a 
advice then is, subscribe to this society. If you go ia wi 
this society and become a member of it you will make 
yourself an independent man, you will no longer be in the 
position of coming to the society and saying, ‘T am 
poor, give me alms,’ you will be entitled to say, 
‘I have subscribed to this society, and I have 
come here to ask for that which is my right,’ 
For that reason it is, I say, the poorer members of this 
great body ought to subscribe in order to help themselves. 
If they do not help themselves they cannot expect others 
to help them. There is another class to whom I would 
address myself, and that is those who in no sense can be 
said to belong to the body of law clerks-—I mean the 
members of the profession—who receive immense aid from 
the gentlemen whose cause I advocate to-night. To my 
mind, no charity can be more usefully bestowed than a 
subscribing to the funds of this society, and I 
tell you why. I do not make the mere assertion, and 
ask you to act upon it, but I give you the reasons for 
doing so. In the first place, you are certain in subsorib- 
ing that which you can afford to give—and every mas 
desires to subsoribe for tbe benefit of those whom 
he may see in poverty deservedly requiring 
at ne matter what the case is it will be braced invedd 
ted by the laborious, pointers » discrim ig 
. whom the duty is iotrusted. No man gets out of 
society less than he ought to have, and no man gets more; 
all are equally thonght of and considered. But is cau 
be so if people trust to indiscriminate obarity, and 1 st 
tell you why. A man contes 10 you with a tale of 
tress, He says, “I am a poor clerk. have had the misfortau 
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#0 lose my wife, or I have been through illness thrown out 
of employment ; will you give me temporary relief or lend 
mea sum of money?” and your heart is opened, you give 
him £10, and he goes away rejoicing. The next day 
another man comes with the same painful tale, and what 
js your answer? You say, “‘ My friend, I cannot give as 
much as I would have given if you had come earlier, 
because yesterday I had a person in the same condition 
and I gave him help, I can only give you half what I then 

ve.” On the third day, perhaps, another man comes, and 

m again have to curtail your contribution, and he gets 
ham the others. Butif you had put your money in 
the hands of this society each man would have got an equal 
sum. Gentlemen, I have said all that I think it necessary 
to say to you upon the constitution of this society. Ihave 
already in the few words I have uttered stated to you what, 
in my judgment, the character and merits of this great body 
of menare. I have told you that they are painstaking, 
laborious, and honest. The business of life is to a great 
extent intrusted to them. Their daily life is known but 
to very few men amongst us. I happen to have been many 
years in the profession, and to have had a more intimate 
acquaintance with the laborious duties of law clerks than 
most persons. I know that their duties keep them from 
morning till night, and that their remuneration is, I will 
not say niggardly, because it is as much as the employer 
can afford, but it is not more than sufficient to enable a 
man to keep himselfrespectably. He must live, he must pay 
his rent, he must dress, he has got a heart like all of us, I 
hope—he will fall in love and marry. The probable result of 
thatI say nothing about. All these comforts, luxuries, call 
them what you will, have to be supported. How can that 
be done, I was going to say, on a salary of £100 a year? 
It cannot bedone. But if he subscribes to this society, after a 
certain number of years he will get relief; but no man in 
the condition which I have mentioned can hope to save 
that which would make him happy in his old age. To 
whom, then, ought he to look? ‘To those who have been 
prosperous in the profession, to those who are able to 
afford to give him relief. And if he will but try to help 
himself, 1 am sure there is not a man who hears me who 
will not gladly contribute to the best of his ability to add 
tothe funds so as to help his poorer brother to be happy 
inthe day of need. Gentlemen, you have the power to 
make him happy, you have the hearts to do it, and in 
gratifying that which is the desire of your hearts you will 
make yourselves happy. You would like to know that this 
society was prosperous. Do not wait until we are gone 
and say that at some future time we shall see this a ve 
flourishing society ; let us see it in our lifetime. We sha 
be twice as happy if we see it, and the best way of pro- 
moting the end is to let each man give what he can afford 
to a society which, if he believes as I do, he will believe to 
be deserving of all his sympathy and good wishes. I give 
you with all my heart ‘* Prosperity to the United Law 
Olerks’ Society.’ 

Lord Chief Baron Key, in proposing the toast of “ The 
Chairman,” said he was happy to have lately had the 
honour of welcoming his brother Hawkins to the Exche- 
quer Division. He was sure all present would join with 
him in thanking the chairman moat sincerely for the great 
services he had rendered to the society whose anniversary 
they were then celebrating. His learned friend and 
brother had really left him nothing to say of the claims of 
the society upon the generosity of the profession ; for in the 
fecount he had given of its birth, origin, and career he 
had shown in language which he would fain imitate and 
follow, if possible, the claims of the society to public 
gratitude, and therefore he would not add one word to 
what had been said. But before sitting down he might 
briefly allude to the distinguished and brilliant career of 
his learned friend in the law. His eminence began to 
thine before the world much about the time when the 

was started, and among the first to bestow atten- 

Upon it was a rising young barrister, Mr. Hawkins. 
Throughout the brilliant career he had pursued he had 
forgotten that branch of the law which constituted 
Seciety. He might say of him that in some, at least, 

@f the qualifications of ® barrister he had never been 
and was absolutely unrivalled. He would say 


: of his eloquence, his learning, the ability which 
in every dause in which he was engaged, buat 
not hesitate to say that in the art of cross-examining 





he had never had his superior, and but onoe, and once 
only, his equal. 

The CHAIRMAN, in responding to the toast, expressed his 
thanks to the Lord Chief Baron for the kind, and he feared 
too flattering terms in which he had proposed his health, 
and for the affectionate way in which he had been received 
that evening. He might say that during the time he was 
at the bar he strove with all his might and main to do that 
which was right ; as far as possible to make no enemies, 
but all his friends; and from the greeting he had that evening 
received he concluded he had tolerably well succeeded. 
Though he had left the profession his interest in it had not 
ceased, and to the last hour of his life he should regard the 
profession to which he had so long belonged as one of the 
greatest objects of his solicitude. 

Dr. VaucHan then proposed “The Patrons of the 
Society,” on behalf of whom Mr. R. A. WEBSTER responded. 

Mr. Serjeant Parry proposed ‘‘ The Bench, the Bar, and 
the Profession.” He considered the three as one, ani did 
not believe a more united profession existed. They were 
all indebted to the bench; the bench were more indebted 
to the bar than they might perhaps think; and the bar were 
indebted to the other members of the profession—a debt 
which they were always anxious to incur. All the credit 
of winning a cause was given by the outside world to the ad- 
vocate, but the outside world did not know how much credit 
was due to the other branch of the profession, to the 
solicitors and their clerks, who instructed counsel and gave 
them the materials with which to cross-examine a witness 
or make a brilliant speech. Without their help an advocate 
would, in his opinion, be almost useless. 

Mr. Youne (President of the Incorporated Law Society) 
briefly responded to the toast. 

The remaining toasts were ‘The Trustees,” ‘The 
Honorary Stewards,” and “ The Ladies.” . 

During the course of the evening donations to the amount 
of £530 were announced, including thirty guineas from the 
chairman in addition to his annual subscription, and £50 
from the Lord Chief Baron. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s-inn Hall 
on Wednesday, the 6th inst. Mr. J. T. Davies occupied the 
chair. It being the first meeting of the month, several 
business motions were disposed of ; amongst others, on the 
motion of Mr. F. B. Moyle, a resolution was to hold. 
fortnightly meetings of the society during the long vacation. 
A committee was also appointed to make arrangements for 
the annual dinner of the society. The meeting unanimously 
decided that clause 12 of the Solicitors’ Examination Bill, 
which would enable barristers of five years’ standing to 
become solicitors, without entering into articles, upon pass- 
ing the final examination, is unjust to solicitors without 
some reciprocal provision to enable solicitors to become 

isters. A committee was appointed to take steps to 
oppose clause 12 in its present torm. It was announced 
that Mr. Gilbert J. French, of Bolton, had won the “ Union 
Prize ” for the best essay on the law relating to the property 
of married women. There were eighteen competitors. 


LAW ASSOCIATION FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
WIDOWS AND FAMILIES OF SOLICITORS 
AND PROCTORS IN THE METROPOLIS AND 
VICINITY. 

At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held at 
the hall of the Incorporated Law Society on Thursday, the 
7th inst., the following being present, viz., Mr. Desborough 


chairman), and Messrs. Tylee, Bennett, Farrer, Burges, 


nter, Cronin, Drew, Finch, Hedger, Kelly, Masterman, 
Parkin, Sawtell, Styan, and Boodle (secretary), ts were 
made to the widows and families of d members 
amounting to £1,300, and to the widows and families of 
deceased non-members amounting to £72 10s., and the 
ordinary business was transacted. The secretary announced 
that he had received a cheque for £20 from Mr. Serjeant 
Parry as & donation. 
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Legal Pews. 


On Tuesday evening, in the House of Commons, in reply 
to Mr. Denison, the Charoellor of the Exchequer (in the 
absence of the Attorney-General) said he believed the 
Bankruptcy Bill would be proceeded with this seasion, bat 
he was unable to give a definite answer. 


At the distribution of prizes in the department of the 
evening classes at King’s College, London, on the Ist of 
June, the following prizes and distinctions in law were 
awarded :—Special prize of five guineas, given by Professor 
Cutler, to Alexander Neale ; the College prize, to Alexander 
Neale ; prize given by Messrs. Stevens & Sons, of Chan- 
cery-lane, to George Ennis ; prize given by Dr. Mears, to 
William Sopper ; the Professors’ prize, to James Manuel ; 
and a certificate of merit to Thomas Welch. The special 
prize in law for the ensuing winter session will be given 
by the Right Hon. Lord Coleridge. 


That pervading uncertainty, says the Zimes reporter, 


which characterizes the practice and procedure of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature has now extended to the 
question as to what clothes should be worn on red-letter 
days. Mr. Justice Field appeared this (Saturday) morning 
in those brilliant rob2s which learned judges wear on days 
which commemorate the birth of her Majesty or the death 
of the saints. On taking his seat, one of her Majesty's 
counsel proceeded to address him. But his lordship drew 
attention to the fact that his wig was not of those dimen- 
sions which the solemnity of the day required. The 
learned counsel in question stated that he hoped that it 
would not be supposed that he was capable of any want of 
respect either to her Majesty or to the court, and that he 
would without delay attire himself in the full-bottomed 
wig; he had, however, understood that the fall-bottomed 
wig should not be worn at Nisi Prius. About the same 
time, in an adjoining court, where sittings at Nist Prius 
were being held, the learned judge took his seat in the 
black gown ordinarily worn by learned judges when sitting 
at Nisi Prius, probably being under the impression, as was 
the learned counsél above referred to, that during sittings 
at Nisi Prius no change of attire was nesessary or proper. 
Indeed, two of her Majesty’s counsel, who appeared in 
their full-bottomed wigs, seeing the mode in which the 
learned judge was attired, left the court and lost no time 
in changing their fall-bottomed wigs for a less-imposing 
“head-gear. 

At a meeting of the Court of Aldermen on Tuesday, a 
letter was read from the Lord Chief Justice of England, 
under date of ‘‘ Westminster Hall, May 18.” He said he 
had the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the Lord 
Mayor's letter, communicating to him, for the information 
of her Majesty’s judges, the resolution of the Court of 
Aldermen, expressing the wish that the customary attend- 
ance of the judges at St. Paul’s should not be discontinued. 
That resolution seemed to imply the belief that it had been 
in contemplation to do away with the custom in question 
altogether. That, however, was a misapprehension. The 
matter which had been under the consideration of the 
judges was not the entire discontinuance of the attendance 
of the judges, but whether the attendance might not be 
limited to once a year, together with the propriety of some 
fresh arrangement as to future attendance, rendered 
necessary by recent changes in the judicial body, by the 
effect of which the judges of the equity courts, as also of 
the Courts of Probate and Admiralty, had now become 
‘‘ her Majesty’s judges,” as well as the common law judges, 
who formerly were exclusively so called. The Lord Chief 
Justice, therefore, on the part of the jadges, had to request 
the Lord Mayor to set them right with the Court of Alder- 
men in that respect, and he had further the honour to 
inform his lordship that the matter had been recently 
under the consideration of the Supreme Court, and that it 
had been decided that when, henceforward, the jadges 
attended at St. Paal’s, such attendance should be according 
to an established rota, the judges taken indiscriminately 
from the entire body of the Supreme Court. A sufficient 
attendance would thus be secured, though not always con- 
sisting of the same judges. At the same time it had been 
deemed sufficient that the attendance should be once a year 
only, instead of twice. The day most convenient to those 





who would attend this year would be Sunday, the 10th: of 
June, As Serjeants’-inv, the place at which the judge 
were accustomed to assemble and to be met by. the 
Marshal before proceeding to St. Paul’s, was-no longer at 
their disposal, the judges attending would go separately 
straightto the cathedral and there meet the City authorisieg 
asheretofore. The Lord Chief Justice trusted that arrange. 
ment would be deemed satisfactory. The letter wag 
ordered to be entered in the journals. 








Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. Jonn Francis Burton, solicitor (of the firm of 
Burton & Scorer), of Lincoln, bas been appointed by the 
Lord Lieutenant of Lincolnshire (Earl Brownlow) to be 
Clerk of the Peace for the Parts of Lindsey, in succesgion 
to Mr. Jonn Hardwick Hollway, deceased. sMr. Burton 
had acted for more than eight years as deputy-clerk of 
the peace. He was admitted a solicitor in 1849, andig 
also clerk to the magistrates for the Lincoln petty sessional 
division of the parts of Kesteven, and to the general gaol 
sessions for the whole county. 


Mr. Ricuarp CLARKSON, solicitor, of Calne, has been 
pointed Clerk to the Calne Board of Guardians. 5 
Clarkson was admitted a solicitor in 1855, is town clerk 
of Calne, clerk to the county and borough magistrates, to 
the commissioners of taxes, and to the highway board; 
secretary to the Calne Railway Company, and has jnst 
been appointed Superintendent- Registrar. 


Mr. Jonun Hosack, barrister, has been appointed a 
Magistrate at Westminster Police-court, in succession to 
Mr. Thomas James Arnold, deceased. Mr. Hosack is the 
author of treatises on ‘‘Conflict of the Laws of England 
and Scotland,” and “ The Rights of British and Neutral 
Commerce.” He was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1841, and has practised on the 
Northern Circuit and Liverpool Sessions. He was elected 
a bencher of the Middle Temple in 1874, and be was for 
several years a revising barrister. He has also frequently 
sat as deputy-recorder of the borough of Liverpool. 


Leqislation of the eek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
June 4.—Serriep Esrares. 
The report of amendments on this Bill was received. 
Gas anp Warer Orpers Conrremation (Brorron, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Pustic Lisrariss (Inevranp) Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
June 5.—Soticrrors’ Examination, &c. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Oysrer anp Mosse Fisuertes OrperR ConrirMATION. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
ProvisionaL Oxpers (IreLAnpD) ConFIRMATION 
(Hotywoop, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Consotipatep Funp (£5,900,000) 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Gas ann Water Oxpers Conrtrmation (Brorron, &.) 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Provistonat Oxvers (IreLAnp) Conrrrmarton (ARTISANS 
AND Lazourers’ Dwe..inas), 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Provision at Oxpers (IngLAnv) Conyinmation (Ennis, &¢.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


od 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
May 31.—Customs, Inutanp Revenve, anv Savinas Bangs. 
On the motion that this Bill as amended should be con- 
sidered, Mr. J. BancLay moved theaddition of the following 
clause:—“ Guns used by farmers, or persons employed by 
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jem, exelusively for the ion of theircrops shall be 
qzempted from licence duty.”—The clause was lest on a 
division by 92.to 20. 
Pustic Works Loans. 
"This Bill passed through committee. 
Canat Boars. 
‘This Bill was read a second time. 
ConsotmpatTeD Funp (£5,900,000). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
CoLontAL ForriricaTions. 
‘This Bill was read a second time. 
Wrne anv Berruovse Act. 
Mr. StaveteY Hr11 introdaced a Bill to amend the 
‘Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869. 
June 4.— Universities or Oxrorp AND CAMBRIDGE. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Customs, INLAND REVENUE, AND Savines Banks. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Pustic Works Loan. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


BisHoprics. 

The second reading of this Bill was moved by Mr. 
@ross.—The debate was adjourned. 

Pre anp Harsour Orpers Conrremarion (No. 3). 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Compantzs Acts AMENDMENT. 

Mr. E. Stannore, in moving the second reading of this 
Bill said its object was to put beyond doubt the power of 
public companies to reduce their capital, a question in 
reference to which recent litigation had occasioned some 
difficulty. The Bill would contain proper safeguards, and 
would impose due conditions on the power of reducing 
the capital.—The Bill was read a second time. 


Coton1aL Fortirications. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


LocaL.GovERNMENT ProvisionaL Orpers (BRIDLING- 
TON, &c.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Burp anp Dear Mute CuiLpRen. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Pustrc Hearn (Mzrropotis). 

Mr. Sctater-Bootu introduced a Bill to consolidate and 

‘mend the law relating to the public health of the metrop- 
Bumop1e Socreris. 

Mr. DaLeYMPLz introduced a Bill toamend the Building 
Societies Act, 1874. 

June 5.—Prisons. 

On the motion for the consideration of this Bill, as 
amended, Mr. O'C. Powrr moved “That, in the opinion 
of this House, no legislation dealing with the management 
4nd discipline of prisoners can be satisfactory which does 
not extend to convict establishments.””—The motion waa 
withdrawn. 

Dr. KeNEALY moved to insert after clause 10 the fol- 
lowing clause :—“ All prison rules now existing shall be 
repealed, and visiting justices shall be empowered and 

tired to new rules for the internal regulation and 
discipline of their respective prisons.” —The clause was 
hegatived without a division. 

Dr. KrnzaLy moved the insertion of a clause to provide 
that it should not be lawful to impose upon prisoners the 
penalty of flogging for infraction of prison regulations, any 

committing an offence of the kind, which would, 
under the existing system, apparently authorize corporal 
Punishment, to be tried by a jury, who should decide 
the punishment should or should not be inflicted.” 
~On.a division the clause was rejected by 191 to 70. 
June 6.— Women’s Disanriirrmes REMovAL. 
- Jacos Brian moved the second reading of this Bill, 
the debate stood adjourned. 
. Quartzr Szssions (Boroveus). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 











ANCIENT FORMS OF PROPERTY AND LAND 
TENURE. 


Tue last lecture of Sir Henry Maine’s course on this subject 
was delivered at Oxford on Saturday week. He said that itis 
in the house community of the South Slavonians that we find 
the best counterpart to the old Roman gens, an institution 
which seems to have been almost universal among Aryan 
peoples. This South Slavonian house community is point for 
point the same as the joint family of the Hindoos, and may 
be defined as an association of many related families for 
ta of common life under one chief. The customs and 
ws relating to it have lately been treated with great learn- 
ing by Professor Bogechich, of Ragusa, under the patronage 
of the Croatian University of Agram, whose researches 
a remarkable likeness to those which Mr. Lyall has been 
conducting with regard to the Rajpoots of India. The 
South Slavonian communities grant to every member a right 
to maintenance, to every daughter her marriage portion, to 
every son maintenance for his wife. The kindred meet in the 
evening under a tree to discuss the family affairs, the familiar 
word Skuptchina meaning no more than “ meeting of kindred.” 
In these meetings it generally happens that the old men are 
the only speakers, for the Slavonians say, “ Without 
reverence for old age there is no salvation.” But though 
this custom seems aristocratic the real government of the 
family is vested in the house chief, an elder properly ap- 
pointed, who is treated with the greatest reverence by all, 
and without whose presence or authorify no common enter- 
prize is ever undertaken. His mode of appointment, like the 
mode of appointing Kings in early times, is various; sometimes 
he is freely elected, sometimes the post descends to the son, 
or even to the brother, of the last holder. The sentiment of 
respect for age and the necessities of life come into collision, 
and there is often a difficulty as to whether the oldest of the 
kindred or the fittest, be it man or woman, should be made 
house chief. As to the tenure of the family stock, much light 
is thrown upon Roman law by South Slavonian usages. 
Part of the stock is inalienable—for instance, the fermenting 
vata in the grape districts, the land and plough oxen in the 
ordinary country—while everything else is alienable, a dis- 
tinction well known to Roman lawyers. Is there any 
property in these communities which is held separately—any 
peculium, as the Romans used to call it? This is so soon 
recognized as the great solvent of the joint family that in 
Montenegro, as in some parts of India, there is properly none ; 
but exceptions have grown up, anc the principle seems to be 
admitted that property acquired in any specially dangerous 
way shall belong to the acquirer. So in Montenegro the 
spoil of war belongs to the winner of it; and on the Adriatic 
coast property that has been gained by foreign and distant 
trade belongs to the trader. The marriage institutions, too, are 
full of interest. The wife keeps her peculium and her 
morning gift in her own hands, and at her death it descends 
by special lines of succession. There are very wide tables of 
prohibited degrees, and even where a marriage is allowed 
by special church dispensation it is thought disreputable. 
Mohammedanism, on the other hand, has few prohibited 
degrees; and in the Slavonic provinces of Turkey there 
often happens, as is sometimes contrived in India, that 
the. Mohammedan law is successfully appealed to to legitimize 
children born of parents within the degrees. Just sothe Moham- 
medan law now often interferes to break up the family stock 
on the death of the family chief, and to give the daughters a 
share which the Slavonic custom would not allow. Some of 
the most curious phenomena occur in regard to the fictitious 
relationships that exist in these societies. Just asin ancient 
Ireland the foster parent was under certain legal obligations 
and disabilities towards his foster child and the teacher to his 
pupil, so in the Slavonic countries the sponsor and the god- 
child stand in a real relationship to each other. There is 
even one unique case ; the msman at a wedding is held 
to be the spiritual brother of the bridegroom, and is forbiddea 
to marry the bride’s sister. Again, in the case of private 
enemies, one may offer to the other that they should become 
BE esos, sf spiritually related with proper formalities. If he 
uses he may be lawfully killed, and if he accepts they are 
brothers; and thus many a case of Montenegrin Capulets 
and Montagues has been solved by this fiction of spiritual 
e inity—an invaluable device in a country where 
blood-feuds. are common. Another institution exactly refleets 
the parable of the Prodigal Son—that is, the division of 
property during the lifetime of the father is sometimes 
obligatory. The property is divided, and one son goes away 
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to spend or to improve his share, the other remaining at 
home, obeying his father’s behests, and in the end succeeding 
to the remaining property. 

What these communities, whether of house or village, have 
to dread, concluded Sir H. Maine, is not barbarism, but 
civilization. Modern codes, whether the old Austrian code 
of Joseph II. or the new Hungarian code, or the English 
codes in India, proceed upon the maxim that “ no one can be 
compelled to continue in joint ownership against his will.” 
This evidently tends to kill the older usage. Still more 
powerful are economical causes, operating under the modern 
conditions of easy communication and good government. 
The energetic brother goes off to the capital or to a foreign 
town, and makes money and keeps it ; or, if not, he remains 
a discontented member of the group. And the codes not only 
guarantee individual property, but, as the countries where 
codes exist are the best governed, there wealth is most easily 
acquired ; so that a positive stimulus is given by them to the 
disintegration of the ancient family groups. 








Cuourts. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
ExcHequer DIvIsIon. 
(Before Hawkins, J., and a Common Jury.) 
June 1.—Kimpton v. Padmore. 


This was an action against a solicitor, brought by the 
plaintiff, who had been acting as his managing clerk. 

The plaintiff conducted his own case, and the defendant 
did not appear. 

It was stated that the defendant had for some years carried 
on the business of a solicitor in Barnard’s-ino, Holborn, in 
which he had been assisted by two persons, described by 
the plaintiff as his clerks, but who appeared to be 
respectively an accountant and a surveyor. The names of 
all these were, however, painted over the defendant’s door. 
The plaintiff was acquainted with the defendant, whom he 
had met in various public-houses in the neighbourhood, and 
in 1875 the defendant came to him in a state of great 
porett and told him that he could do no business unless 

e could procure his certificate of solicitor, in obtaining 
which he had met with opposition from another solicitor, 
a Mr. Butcher. The grounds of Mr. Butcher’s opposition 
did not appear, but the plaintiff paid him £7 to withdraw 
it, which he did. In July the defendant called again on 
the plaintiff, who then and on many subsequent occasions 
gave him money. It was at length agreed between them 
that the a should attend to the defendant’s business 
and should pay him £1 a week, the defendant stating that 
he was in failing health and too old to manage his affairs 
for himself. In November, 1875, a power of attorney was 
given by Padmore to the plaintiff appointing the latter his 
attorney, to do all proper duties, and to act with full 
authority for him, in consideration of money already paid 
to Padmore and of an annuity of £50, 

The plaintiff, in reply to questions from the 
learned judge, said that up to the time of his 
ee a by the defendant, he was an accountant 
and house agent, and sometimes called himself a surveyor 
in order to get business, though he had not been 
educated as a surveyor. He had never been in the law, 
except as a mere writing clerk to a solicitor at Liverpool 
twenty years ago. Only one client, a tenant of the plaintiff, 
came to the defendant's office while the plaintiff was there, 
who brought an action against the Tilbury and Southend 
Railway Company and recovered damages from them. The 
action was conducted throughout by the plaintiff, who paid 
all the necessary fees, as his client was very poor. As soon 
as the bill of costs in the action had been taxed the defend- 
ant revoked the power of attorney and received the amount, 
£59, with which he declined to part. It was contended by 
the plaintiff that this money was retained in contravention 
of bis agreement with the defendant, Padmore, and he 
now claimed this sum and others which he had expended on 
the defendant’s behalf. Among the latter was one for 
clothes to enable the defendant ‘‘to a respectably at 
the office and in the law courts,” as before he had been so 
fitted out he looked quite a disgrace to the office. There 
was a further claim for two sums of £9 5s., which the plaintiff 
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had expended in 1875 and 1876 in procuring the defendant's 
certificate. ; 

Hawkins, J., in summing up, said there had been g 
scandalous abuse of privilege by Padmore in allowing 
person absolutely without lega] education to carry op 
business in his name, and this tor the wretched pittance of 
a suit of clothes or two and £1 a week, and that he 
should order the documents in the case to be impounded 
and notice to be given to the Law Society, in order that 
they might take any steps they should think proper against 
Padmore. 

The jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff for £25 10s, 
which was reduced by a further sum of £18, and the learned 
judge refused to allow costs.— Times. 





Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF MAstTER OF THE 
Date. AppEAL. Roxts. V. C. Manans, 
Monday, June 11Mr. Holdship Mr. PembertonMr. Milne 
Tuesday ...... 12 Teesdale Ward Merivale: 
Wednesday ..13 Holdship Pemberton Milne 
Thursday .... 14 Teesdale Ward Merivale 
Psy .cccce 16 Holdsbip Ward Milne 
Saturday .... 16 Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 


V.C. Bacon. V.C. Hatt. Mr. Justice 


Fry, 
Monday, June 11 Mr. Kove Mr. Farrer Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ...... 12 Clowes King Latham 
Wednesday.... 13 Koo Farrer Leach 
Thursday .... 14 Clowes King Latham 
Friday ...... 15 Koe Farrer Leach 
Saturday...... 16 Clowes King Latham 








BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
{McCatt—June 1, at Tufnell-park-road, the wife of BR. A. 
McCall, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
NeALE—May 81, at Barras House, near Coventry, the wife of 
‘ Walter W. Neale, solicitor, of a daughter. 
Ripton—May 31 %.. $5, Elgin-road, Kensington-park, tha wile 


of Theodore Ribton, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
SLATER—June 4, at 8, Russell-square, the wife of Cyrus Slater, 
barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Story—June 1, at Douglas, Isle of Man, the wife of Anthony 
Browne Herbert Story, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
DEATH. 
WanrneR—June 1, at 30, Leinster-gardens, Hyde-park, Jon 
Warner, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, aged 7 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
June 8, 1877. 
RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 


Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western ....csseseee seveee 
|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ssercosssssssseess 
Great Northern 1 

Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireiand .,,.... 
Great Western—Original 1 
Lancashire and Yorkshi 
London, Brighton, and South Coast..,.. 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 

London and North-Western ., 

London and South Western 

eet, Sheffield, and Lincoln .., 
tan 
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toek|North British 
stock a Eastern 


orth London 
North StaTordonire .s0.....:cressevvereeses 
th Devon 
Stock|South-Eastern 
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® A receives no dividend watil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 
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GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


Cent. Consols, 94§ pannitice, April, °85, 9 
for Account, Do. (Red Sea T. ) Aug z. 1908 
Be oper Cent.Reduced, 95 Ex Bills, a 24 perCt. 3pm 
per Cent., 95 Ditto, £500, D ,» 3 pm. 
per Cent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, 2100 & Zaod, 3pm, 
Cy 34 per Cent., Jan. ' "94 Bank’ of England Stook, — per 
per Cent., Jan.'78 Ct. (last half-year), 260 
shes, Jan. ’80 Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind. Stk., 5 per pana 104) Enf.Pr.5$ perCnt., May,’79, 91 
Ditto for "Account Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. "88, 1023 April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do, 5 per Cent. , Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 88 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 

$nd Bnf. Pr., 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tugspay, June 5, 1877. 
Wood, Hubert, and Godden Styles Hare, 65, Basinghall st, London, 
‘rapdon and Red Hill, Surrey, and 66, Bow rd, Middlesex, Solicitors. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 


Faipay, June 1, 1877, 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Margate Aquarium Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 31, directed to be heard before the M.R. on June 9, 
co yo College st, College hill, solicitor for the petitioner 

bert Beswick and Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
sented Ma , Gireeted to be heard before the M.R. on bhi 9. 

Ingle and Co, Threadneedle st, agents for Hollinshead, Tunstall, soli- 

citor for the petitioners 


Toxspay, June 5, 1877. 
Lirrep 1n Coancery. 


Darlaston Steel and . Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before he, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Ebenezer Wenham, 
Ann st, Birwinghes. Thursday, J uly 19, at 11.30, is appointed for 
oy be adjudicating upon the debts and claim. 

General Exchange Bank, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or be- 
fore July 2, to send their my and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, es Cooper and William Walker 


—_ Coleman st bufidiags. ‘acer, aw -. at 12, is appointed 
for hearing agd adjudicating upon the debts and claims 


cy, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
1 June 1, directed to be heard before V.C. Hail, on ey 1 Stibbard 
aod pid 0, F Feveharch st, solicitors for the petitioners 
—on dent Mut Assurance Company, Limited.—The M.R. 
an order dated May 8, appointed Samuel Lovelock, Coleman 
hy’ to be by ma liquidator. 
ri Mining and Land Company, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
gulred, on or before June 28 to send their names and addresses, and 
og de of their debts or claims, to George Rogers, Circus 
Pearag and aj circus. Thureday, July 12, at 12, is appointed for 
ms 


and adjudicating upon the debts and lai 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
d Last Day of Proof. 
Fatpay, May 18, 1877. 
Cart, John, Hoby, Leicester, Grazier. June 16. Beresford v Simpkin, 
V.C, Malins. Ingram, Leicester 
Daniel, Michael, Castellygarn, Pembroke, Farmer. June 28, Daniel v 
Daniel, V.C. Malins. George, Cardigan 
Edwards, Ephraim, Tunbridge Wells. Kent, Builder. June 21. Wiles 
¥ Stace, V.0. Hall, Andrew and Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 
Joseph, Southampton, Esq. June 21, Lobb v Lobb, M.R. 
Bradby and ‘0, Southampton 
» Pierré Francois Toussant, St James’s place, Licensed Victual- 
der, June 15, Morliere y Crozes, M.R. Laundy and Son, Cecil st, 
Owen, Evan ee ban Glamorgan, Shipping Agent. June 5, Whit- 
v 
James, Betchworth, Hertford, Paper Maker. June 20. Digby 
yWild, V.C. Malins, Bird, Uxbridge 
Touxspay, May 22, 1877. 
Andrew, Frederick, Balham, Surrey, Gent. Juno 18. Mesnard v 
otra, V0. Bacon. Hare, Surr 


e 
cottage, =, hill, Contractor. June 25.*- 


Smith, Chancery lane 
Mh Brompton _— June 20. Hart v Moses, 


~ 4 a Gent. June 22. Sandars v 
tt, Gal insborough 
 Skicwith Ab ADDY, Cumberland, Esq. Deo 31. Theed 
v0. Malins. Olutterbuck, Carlisle 
Linwood, Lincoln, Farmer. June 19, Drakes v 


MR. Rasen 
John, Nelson terrace, Stoke Newington road, Wheelwright. 
‘4. Rendall v Gothard, V.C. Hall. lane 
John, Burton-npon-Trent, Stafford. 4 icensed Her. 
‘une 16, . Drewry v Carfoot, M.R. Geare, Lincoin’s ina fields 


Farpar, 25, 1877. 
yy Crosby Garrett, Westmorland, July 18. Gruttner 


Leech, Joseph, 





Cafe, Henry Smith, Great Marlborough st. June 25. Philpott v 

Kendall, M.R. 
, Hon Horace William Bernardo. June 30. Cochrane vy Earl 

of Dundonald, V.C. Malins 

Nesbitt, Arthur, Fenchurch st, Hide Broker. 
Nesbitt, V.C. Bacon. Matthews, Bedford row 

Nesbitt, Susan Augusta, Tunbridge bed June 20. Nesbitt v Nes- 
bitt, V.C. Bacon. Matthews, Bedford ro 

Whitehouse, Charles, Walsall, Stafford, Chain Manufacturer. 
15, Harvey v Antrobus, M, R. Smith, Walsall 


Turspay, May 29, 1877. 
Beare, Arthur Cotton, Kingsgate, Kent, Gent. June 30. Eland v 
Clarke, V.C. Malins. Nettleship, Trafalgar sq 
Jane 30. Scott 


Fisner, Thomas, Wramplingham, Norfolk, Farmer. 
v Fisher, V.C. Hall. Standley, Wymondham 

Hall, William , Morpeth, Northumberland, Grocer. July 2. Hall v 

Hall, V.C C. Hall. Bramell, Morpeth 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Turspay, May 22, 1877. 

Akerman, George, Blunsdon St Leonards, Wilts, Esq. July 10. 
Winterbotham and Co, Cheltenham 

Baseley, Henry Edward, Wormwood st, Stationer. Juno 30. Robin- 
son, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Bass, *John Holmes, Camden rd, Holloway. July 17. Gant, Walbrook 

Brook, Sav nerf A al Edgerton, York, Gent. June 16. Brook and 

udde: 

Bye, ‘Susannah, Linton, Cambridge. July 19. Whitehead, Cambridge 

Chambers, William, Leicester, Builder. June 30. Stevenson, Leicester 

Cowley, Elizabeth, Sheffield. July 16. Burdekin and Co, Sheffield 

Dawson, George, King’s Norton, Worcester. July 7. Susan Frances 
Dawson, King’s Nor:on 

Dobson, Sophia, Eastbourne, Sussex. July 9. Robinson and Wilkins, 

King’s Arms yard 

Duckworth, Robert, Pendleton, Lancashire, Soap Manuf.cturer. 
30. Peacock and Gracie, Manches 

Fowler, Thomas Mottley, Upper Stamford st, Gent. July 31. 
Gracechurch st 

Harrison, William, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. July 20, Field 
and Son, Leamington Priors 

Hearn, George, Short st, Curtain rd. July 30, Billiog and Venn, 
Church court, Old dg 

Hichens, Rev Richard, Woodham Mortimer, Essex. June 28. Round, 
Old sq, Lincoln’s ion 

Hope, Edward, Rhayader, Radnor, Gent. 5. Stephens, Presteign 

, George Lan sag Newton asboe von, Artist. June 18. 
inser, Chancery 

— Robert, Lianelty, Solicitor. June 23. Johason and Stead, 


Lianel! 

Mansel Harriet Charlotte, Witton Gilbert, Durham. July 1. Field 
and Son, Leamington 

Marriott, Joseph, Doddington, Lincoln, Farmer. June 26. Tweed and 
Stephen, Lincoln 

Morton, Ralph, Gateshead, Durham, Gent. June 10. Laws and Co, 
Lage ag ea 

Pothecary, Anne Helena, Stanhope st. Richards, Warwick 
at, Saaant st 


Reeves, Charles aos, Gray’s inn rd. June 13. John William Reeves, 
Avison and 


Juce 20. Nesbitt v 


Juns 


June 


Rixons, 


June 23. 


- Shspherd’s bus 


Sharrocks, Slisateth, Cheetham hill, Manchester. July 1. 
Morton, Liverpool 
Scott, Elizabeth, Tupneil rome Upper Holloway. July 29. Jupp, 
rpenters’ Hall, London w: 
Scott, Robert, Oldham, ten Ironmonger. July 1. Buckley 
and Clegg, Oldham 
Taylor, ‘Anne, Bolton, Lancashire. Burdekin and Co, Sheffield 
Watson, Henry Wathen, Cambridge terrace, Hyde park, Esq. Juns 
30, Mott, Bedford row 
Winship, Lionel William, Newcastle-upon-Tyns, Gect. 
Keenlyside and Forster, Newcastie-npon-Tyne 
= William, Soutbhill park, Hampstead, Architect, 
Hubbard and Co, Bucklersbury 


Frivay, May 25, 1877. 
as Joseph, Romford, Essex, Gardener. June 30. King, Abchure 


—_ Marmaduke George, Liverpool, Builder. June 20. Goffey, 
iverpool 
Beale, James, Pontypool, Monmouth, Innkeeper. 
and Bytheway, Pontypoo! 
ttie, Sarah, Regent st. 


Stran 
se ar rig Lavinia Frances Elizabeth, St Leonard’s-oa-Sea, Sussex. 
June 14. Dawes and Sons, Angel cours, Throgmorton st 
Cook, Edwin, Aston Ingham, tereford, Gent. June 25. Cooke, 
Gloucester 
Coombs, Anna Maria, Tunbridge Wells, Keni. Jane 30. fhomson 
and Ward, Bedford row 
Creed, TJessey Elizabeth Anna, Durham terrace, Westbourae park. Jal 
2. "Wynne and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
— fe Nibthwaite, Lancashire, Labourer. June 30, Reming 
Draper, Joanna Tagz, Malpss, Cheshire, Shopkeoper. Jun 20, 
alker and Smith, Ohester 
Grew, Edward, Gravesend, Kent, Coal Merchant. July :. Tolhurst, 
How ¥ William, Gloucester, Antiquarian. June 25. Jones, Glouces- 
ter 
=P Richend, Searborovgh, York, Hotel Keeper. July 31. Moody 
oeenara Rambottom, Guisnes court, Essex, Esq. July 15. 
Bell and’ Co, Lincoln’s ian fields 
a Solicitor, Aug 18, Johnston aad Co, 


am. 
omni, Henry, York st, Portman ot, Gea Jul i, Parkers, Bedford 


June 24, 
June 18 


July 20. Greenway 
July 2. Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, 
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Salter, Rev John, Iron Acton, Gloucester. July 31. Ray and Bush, 
istol 


Bristo 

Shnfflebottom. aan. aay, Stafford, Earthenware Mannfacturer. 
Jane 18. Challinor, Hanley 

Small, George, Bedfordbury, Grocer. June 30. Cobb, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 


Tilson, Sir Thomas, Clapham park, Knight. June 30. Clarkes and 
Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st 4 

Townsend, Joseph, Wells st, Hackney, Licensed Victualler. July 7. 
Sandilands and Co, Fenchurch st 

Tucker, Henry, Wallington, Surrey, Warehouseman. June 30. Pattison 
and Co, Qaeen Victoria st 

Wilson, John Wheeler, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Farmer. June 30. 
Matthews and Son, Cardiff 

Tuxspay, May 29, 1877. 
« Aldred, Thomas, Tiverton, Devon,Gent. Junel6. Cockram, Tiverton, 
evon 

Ashwell, Joseph, Grosvenor park, Camberwell, Gent. June 30. Jen- 
kinson, Eastcheap 

Ayre, William, Greatham, Durham. June 28. Todd, Hartlepool 

Barker, Joshua, Mirfield, York, Wool Merchant. July 1. 
and Son, Dewsbury 

Binks, Thomas, Liverpool, Tea Merchant. July 25. 
Gregory, Liverpool 

Bowerbank, James Scott, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, Esq. 
Tanqueray-Willaume and Co, New Broad st 

Buckland, Susannah, Wyrardisbury, Buckingham. July 9. Long and 
Co, Windsor 

Chipperfield, John, Cambridge road, Mile End, Gent. July 31. Bolton 
and Co, Elm court, Temple 


Carcer and 
July 2. 


Cotton, William, Cannock, Stafford, Gent. June 25. Spilsbury, 
Stafford 

Cross. John, New Windsor, Berks, Agricultural Engineer. July 31. 
Darvill and Co, New Windsor 

Eyton, John Wynne, Leeswood, Flint, Esq. Aug 1. 


Keene, Mold 
Fell, ——7 Camberwell House, Peckham. July 2%. 


Kelly and 
Osborne, 
hifn 


Gage, Ann, Boxford, Suffolk. June 30. Ransom, Sudbury, Suffolk 

Gray, Louisa, Romford, Essex. July 7. Surridge and Co, Lembard st 

Gutzwer, William Lewis, Liverpool, Engineer. July10. Whitley 

Maddock, Liverpool 

Henderson, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Agent. July 10. Hoyle and 
Co, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Hichens, Rev Richard, Woodham Mortimer, Essex. June 28. Round, 
Old sq, Lincolo’s ina 7 

Hickman, Alfred Edward, Warrington, Lancashire, Music Soller, 
June 25. Ridgway and Worsley, Warrington 

Heok, Rev James, Moreton, Salop. Ang 1. Raper and Freeland, 
Chichester : 

Holt, Joseph Charles, Mansell st, Aldgate, Victualler. June 30, 
Keene and Marsiand, Mark lane 

Ingleby, William, Ryhili-ia-Holderness, York, Farmer. Jane 30. 
Ivescn and Son, Hedoa 

Jeanes, David, Seavington St Michael, Somerset, Farmer. June 23. 
Nicholetts, South Petherton 

Jones, William, Liaton st, Islington, Slate Merchant. July 24. 
Jones, Linton st, Is\ington 

Leach, James, Liverpool, Oil Refiner. June 4. Martin, Liverpool 

a Eliza, St Stephen’s terrace, Shepherd’s bush. July 6. Hvulders, 
Barbican 

Oldroyd, George, Stonehyrst, York, Esq. July 1. Scholefielé ani 
Son, Dewsbury 

Page, Thomas, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. June 30. Bremner 
and Co, Liverpool 

Panton, Henry John Wareham, Dorset, Brewer. July 25. Marshfield 
and Hotchines, Wareham 

Ravenshaw, Edward Cockburn, Eaton sq. June 30. Hunters and Co, 

New sq, Lincoin’s inn 

Innkeeper. July 19. 


Rushton, Michael, Macclesfield, Chesbire, 

Brocklehurst and Co, Macclesfieid 

Taylor, John, Havering-atte-Bower, Essex, Baker. July 7. Surridge 
and Cv, Lombard s* 

Thomas, John Fryer, Blackheath, Kent, Esq. July 31. 
Austiofriars 

Townsend, Robert Lawrence, Steanbridge House, Gloucester, Esq. 


May 15. Little, Stroud 
Walker, Henry, Kentish townrd,Gent. July 12. Edell, King st, 
Swin- 


Francis, 


Cheapside 

Ward, George, Withington, Lancashire, Innkeeper. 
burne and Co, Manchester 

Fripay, July 1, 1877. 

Bone, Elizabeth, Greenside, Durham, July 25. Mather and Co, New- 
castle-up.n-Tyne 

Bowne, J. hn, Eldon rd, Victoria rd, Kensington, Coal Merchant. July 
14. Belpage and Middleton, Bedford row 

Cottrell, Williara Henry, Harleyford st, Vauxhall. June 24. Stone- 
bam and Legge, Philpot lane 

Crookes, George, St James’ st, Pall mall, Tailor. June 30, Rae, 
Mincing lane 

Dennett, Pruett, Midhurst, Sussex, Yeoman. July 19. Jobnson and 
Son, Midhurst, Sussex 

Dixon, Christopher, Nateby, Westmoreland, Farmer. June 30. Preston, 
Kirkby Stephen 

Farrar, Mary, Ozendyke, York. July 17. Bickers, Tadcaster 

—_ ~~ aad Liverpool, Leather Dealer. July 14. Miller and Co, 

iverpoo 

Harper, William Morris, Maida vale,Esq. July 31. Bolton and Co, 
Eim court, Temple 

Hickman, Alfred Edward, Warrington, Lancashire, Music Seller. 
June 25. Ridgway and Worsley, Warri nD 

Hook, Charles Townsend, Saodiand, —_ Paper Manufacturer. Aug 1. 
Wilkin-son ana Son, Lincoln’s inn ‘ 

Jewett, Rev William, Union terrace, York, Wesleyan Minister, July 
16. Phillips, York 

a 7 = — Aberayrop, Cardigan, June 14. Richardson and Co, 


Aug |. 


Scholefield © 





Keartland, William, Brixton rd. Jane 24. Stoneham and Legge, 
Philpot lane 

Kemp, Mary Ann, Upper Parkstone, Dorset. June 30. Hewitt, 
Nicholas lane 4 

Leonard, Edward James, Hackney, Civil Engineer. June 28. Lovett; 
King William st 

Morris, George, Brentford, Grocer. June 30. Draper, Vincent sq 

Muir, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Civil Engineer. Aug 31. ; 

: Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Pettitt, Harriett, Stowmarket, Suffolk. July 10, Satchell and Chapple, 
Queen st, Cheapside 

June 20. Mote, 


Pickering, Thomas, Royston, Herts, Bookseller. 
Lansdowne terrace, Brixtun. June 30. Rae, Mincing . 


South sq, Gray’s inn 

Pretty, 

Rice, Henry, Brighton, Sussex,Gent. June 20. Waterman, Brighton 

Roach, Eleanor Ann, Paris, France. Sept 29. Arnold and Co, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s inn : 

Robinson, George, Manchester, Tea Merchant. July 31. Cunliffe and 
Co, Manchester 

Rutley, William, Wellington terrace, Upper Sydenham, Corn Merchant, 
July 1. Burroughs and Bisdee, Forest hill 

Scott, Mary, Belseygate Soulby, Westmoreland. June 30. Preston, 
Westmoreland 

Shugar, John Merritt, Tring, Herts, Gent. Aug 19. Smith and Co, 
Bread st, Cheapside 

Sims, William, Tavistock, Devon, Merchant. June 25. Luxton and 
Johnstone, Tavistock : 

Smith, Robert, Southampton, Gent. July 6. Swaine, Southampton 

Squarey, Robert, West hill, Wandsworth. July 14. Carr and Co, Vigo 
st 


Stanger, William Wright, Belvedere rd, Upper Norwood, J.P. July 
20. Tredgold, St Swithin’s lane 
Stephens, Samuel Fox, Gracechurch st, Bill Broker, July 5. Neal, 
Pinners’ Hall, Oid Broad st 
hens, Thomas, Woburn Lodge, Brixton. June 25. Tanqueray- 
illaume and Co, New Broad st . 
Stratt, Arthur, Duffield, Derby, Esq. Augl. Enfield, Nottingham 
Taylor, John, Duffield, Derby, Labourer. July 16. Gadsby, 
Turobull, James William, High Hamilton st, Newcastle-upon- 
Timber Merchant. July 25. Mather and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, June 1, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Berry, Arthur, Hatton garden, Wholesale Jeweller, Tet May 3 
Spring-Rice. June 12 at 12 
Bien Gomi Cross lane, Eastcheap, Agent, Pet May 24, Pepys, 
une 13 a 
Lister, Thomas, Marlborough hill, St John’s wood, no occupation. 
Pet Mey 31, Murray. June 20 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Clark, William, Wallington, Surrey, Nurseryman, Pet May 26. Row- 
land, Croydon, June 12 at 2 

Gamble, Henry Robert, Terrington St Clement’s, Norfolk, Wheel- 
wright. Pet May 28. Partridge. King’s Lynn, June 13 at 11 

Lloyd, Edward, Pembridge, Hereford, Publican. Pet May 26. Robe 
inson, Leominister, June 19 at 2.30 

Scarborough, Stephen, Halifax, Worsted Spinner. Pet May 26. Rankin’ 
Halifax, June 14 at 11 

Wheeler, William Henry, Sheffield, Paper Merchant. Pet May 28, 
Patchitt. Nottingham, June 14 at 12 

Wraith, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper, Pet May 30. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, June 13 at 11.30 


Turspay, Jane 5, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country, 
Beanland, Charles J am2s, Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer. Pet May 4. 
Lee. Bradford, June 22 at 9 
Bernhard, Godfrey Louis, jun, Liverpool, Merchant. PetJunel. Ball- 
ringer. Liverpool, June 18 at lz 
Jones, J » Cwmbran, Mon, Grocer. Pet June2. Davis. 
Newport, June 19 at ll 
Rogerson, Michael, jun, Bradford, Merchant, Pet June 2. Lee 
Bradford, June 19 at 9 
Sharpe, John, Digby, Lincoln, Grocer. Pet May 31. Staniland, 
Boston, J une 19 at 11,30 


BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED. 
Turspay, June 5, 1877. 
Bonham, Jobn, Swallowfield, Berks, Butcher. May 26 
Clifford, Montague, and James Green Rogerson, Manchester, Yato 
Agents. May 31 
Stringer, William, Judd st, King’s cross, Coal Merchant. June! 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farivar, June 1, 1877, 

Adam, George Dunlop, North Shields, Hotel P: . Juno at 
12 at offices of Tinley and Co, Howard st, North Shields 

Adams, Jabez, Ripley, Derby, Watchmaker. Jane 13 at 11 at the Mid- 
land Hotel, Derby. Hedgson, Birmingham 

Arton, Robert, Stockton-on-Tees, Builder. June 12 at 3 at offices of 
Dedds and'Oo, Finklo.st, Stockton-on-Tees. Holtham, Stockteo- 


on-Tees 
Atkinson, Marmaduke William, K Cheapside, Hatter. June: l4 
at 2 at the Guildhall ren ee st. Carr and Co, Basing 


t 
Alfred John, Birmingham, Hosier, June 14:at 12 at officesof 
Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 
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d William Belcher, Tolleshunt Major, Essex, Iron 
Belcher, James, and William Belcher, Tolleshun x, 
founders. June 19 at {Ll at effices of Orick and freeman, Gate st, 


James, Nailbridge, Gloucester, Butcher, June 18 at 12 at 
the Fleecs Hotel, Cinderford. Parker, Ne 
Borrow, Josepb, Plymeuth, Cooper. June 18 at 11 at offices of Square, 
George st, Plymouth 
, Benjamin, Coventry, Mattress Maker. June 12 at 12 at 
of Neale, Hay lane, Coventry 
Boyd, Thomas Atkinson, Redcar, York, Auctioneer. June 12 at 11 at 
offices of Bates, Zetland rd, Middlesborough. Spry, Middlesborough 
(gulfield, Henry, Gateshead, Durham, Builder. June 13at 1 at offices 
of Bush, Wellington st, Gateshead 
(Coe, Samuel, Manchester, Mill Manager. June 12 at 2 at 42, Varley 
st, Miles Platting 
Collier, George, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Labourer. June 14 at 11 at 
offices of Charles, The Parade, 
Cookem, John, Leed=, Innkeeper. June 13 at 11 at Wharton’s Hotel, 
Park lane, Leeds. Dawson and Greaves, Bradford 
Coverdale, John, New Kent rd, Grocer. June 11 at 12at4, Arthur 
st east, London bridge 
Cross, Samuel James, Bristol, Draper. June 14 at 12 at offices of 
Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Dable, Henry Christian, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hatter. June 14 at 3 at 
offices of Penny, Parliament st, Hull 
Dale, William, Bucknall, Stafford, Carter. June 9 at 11 at offices of 
Sutton, Hiil Top, Bursiem 
Sarah, Rochdale, Machine Maker. June 19 at 3 at the Clarence 
Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Richardson, Manchester 
De Bosson. Philip, Defoe rd, Stoke Newington, Merchant’s Clerk. Jane 
14 at 3 at the London Joint Stock Bank chambers, West Smithfield. 
Hubbard 
Diespeker, Siegmund, Pancras lane, Importer of HavanaCigars. Jane 
l4at 2 at 145, Cheapside. Martin, Fenchurch st 
Dugisle, Will:am, Blackburn, Boot Manufacturer. June 12 at 3 at 
of Backhouse, St John’s place, Blackburn 
Recleston, Joseph, Wednesbury, Stafford, Greengrocer. June i4at 1 
at offices ot Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
, Samuel R» bert, Linthorpe, York, Architect. June 11 at2 
at offices of Bates, Zetland rd, Middlesboreugh. Spry, Middles- 


doror 

Ellis, Wiliam, Great Queen’s st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Licensed 
Victualler. June 14 at 2 at offices of Perry, Guildhall chambers, 
Basinghall st 

Fletcher, J phe Drydock Mills,4 Lancashire, Woollen Manufacturer, 
Jane 18 at 3 at ott ces of Standring, King st, South parade, Rochdale 

Freeman, Thomas, William Stokes, and Charles Williams, Newport, 
Mon, Engineers. June 15 at 11 at offices of Lloyds, Bank chambers, 


Newport 
Gatdner, Eliza, Sutton, Surrey, Saddler. June 20 at 3 at offices of 
Slater, Guildhall .chambers, Basinghall st. Cattlin, Gresham 
ngs 
William, Keighley, York, Tin Plate Worker. June 13 atli at 
of Cooke, Bow st, Keighley 
Griffiths, Thomas, Carew, Pembroke, Innkeepsr. June 11 at 2 at the 
Guildhall, Carmarthen. Gwynne and Stokes, Tenby 
Gulliver, George, Barnsley, Ironmonger. June 25 at 2 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Barnsley 
Guy, Thomas Darnton, Redcar, York, Painter. June 13 at 3 at ofBices 
of Peacock, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 
Harrison, Francis, Morpeth, Northumberland, Watchmaker. June 14 
at 3 at offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 
» Thomas, Kidderminster, Worcester, Ale Merchant. June 15 
at 2 at the Lion Hoiel, Kidderminster. Free, Birmingham 
Heslan, Robert Aked, Halifax, Besorhouse Keeper. June 18 at 11 at 
Offices of Leeming, George st, Halifax 
Heslop, Richard, Darlington, Durham, Builder. June 15 at 11.30 at 
the Trevelyn Hotel, Grange rd, Darlington 
Hodson, Christopher, Manchester, Buotmuker. June 15 at 8 at offices 
of Shippey and Field, Cooper st, Manchester : 
wood, George, Beckenham, Kent, Grocer. June 18 at 12.30 at 
4, Arthur st east, London bridge. May and Co, Adelaide place, 
London bridge 
Humphreys, Henry, Pontardawe, Glamorgan, out of business. June 
18 at 12 at offices of Donacue, Worcester place, Swansea 
Hyde, John, Stottesdon, Saiop, Farmer. June 12 at 11 at offices of 
use, Whitburn st, Bridgnorth 
Jennings, Michael John, Birkenhead, Bootmaker. June 18 ut 2 at 
Offices of Thompt on and Simm, Hamiitvn sq, Birkenhead. Downham, 


ead 
Jones, David, Longton, Stafford, Commission Agent. June 14 at 1] at 
Offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Jones, Grifith, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Grocer. Jane 19 at 2 at the 
British Hote), Bangor. Jones and Roberts, Bangor 
Jones, Hugh, King Henry walk, Islington, Dairyman. June 9 at 3 at 
173, Ball’s Pond rd. Fenton, Highgate ’ 
» William, and ,Treherne Thomas, Pontardulais, Glamorgan 
wyers. June 12 at 3 at offices of Glascodine, Fisher st, Swansea 
ge, Walter, Lawshall, Suffolk, Farmer. June 13 at 2 at the 
Guilchall, Bury St Edmunds. Cardinal!, Halstead 
Keyte, William, and Henry Hickman, Balsall heath, Worcester, 
ers. June i! at 12 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Kinnis, John, St Leonard, Sussex, Dyer. June 14 at 2 at 14, Old Jewry 
. Russell and Co 
lackerbie, David, Burton-.pon-Trent, Arehitect. June 15 at 12 at 
Offices of Drewry, High st, Burton-upon-Trent 
Tong, John Pitter Atkins, Tauntoa St Jumes, Somerset, Assistant 
Surveyor of Taxes. June 14 at 11 at offices of Reed and Cook, Paul 
at, Taunton 
0 Thomas, Annfield Plain, Durham, Licensed Victualler. June 
Pha 2 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood at, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 
ulay; Archibald, Stockport, Cheshire, Commercial Clerk. June 18 
at.3 at Offices of Boote and Edgar, Rooth st, Manchester 
Majer, Johu Willis, Bideford, Devon, Town Crier. Jane 13 at 12 at 
x of Rooker and Bazeley, Bridgeland st, Bidefora 


ul, Henry tling, Biackwater, Hants,Gent. June 16 at 2.30 
Qde wae Lesa: , Gullefera. Angell pan Tobert Terry, 





Marshall, John, Upper Tulse hill, Brixton, Tailor’s Assistant. June 

20 at 2 atoffices of Lockyer. Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
, George, Birstall hill, nr Leicester, Tailor. June 14 at 11 

at offices of Wright, Gallowtree gate, Leicester 

McIntyre, Alexander, Forest hill, Kent, Oilman. June 13 at 3.at offices 
of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity sq, Southwark 

Middleton, James Taylor, and Albert Middleton, St George st, St 
George’s-in-the-East, Oil Merchants. June 26 at 3 at the Guildhall, 
Tavern, Gresham st. Woodbridge and Sons, Clifford’s inn 

Moody, Thomas, High Wycombe, Buckingham, Labourer. June 16 at 
11 at offices of Clarke, Easton st, High Wycombe 

Moore, Joseph, Coventry, Trimming Manufacturer. Jane 12 at 12 at 
offices of Hughes and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 

Morris, Timothy, Birmingham, Philosophical Instrament Mannfac- 
turer, June 14 at 11 at offices of Simmons, Bennett's hill, Birming- 


Newell, Henry Frederick, Bradford, York, Photographic Artist. June 
13 at 11 at offices of Rhodes, Manor row, Bradford 

Nic , Henry John, North Shields, Northumberland, Hosier. 
June 4 at 11 at offices of Kidd, Norfolk st, North Shisids 

Nickels, Thomas, Gloucester, Master Mariner. June 15 at 3 atofficesof 
Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 

Old, Sidney Frederick Charles, Swansea, Glamorgan, Broker. June 14 
at 1) at offices of Leyson, Fisher st, Swansea 

Oppenheim, Joseph Guttman, Leeds, Commission Agent. June 13 at3 
at ~ Routh and Co, Royal Insurance buildings, Park row, 
Leeds, Carr 

Owens, William, Carmarthen, Butcher. June 16 at 2 at the Guildhall 
Carmarthea. Lloyd, Haverfordwest 

Paliister, Richard, Urhaw Moor, Durham, Labourer. June 15 at 1) 
at offices of Chambers, Saddler st, Durham 

Palmer, John Tims, Brookhampton, Oxford, Farmer. June 19 at 1 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Reading. Malleam, Oxtord 

Parker, Thomas, Landport, Hants, Chief Engineer R, N. June 15 at 4 
at offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Parry, John, Lianidan, Anglesea, Farmer. June 18 at 12 at offices of 
Knowles, Unien court, Castle st, Liverpool 

Parry, Mary, Lianidan, Anglesea. June 18 at 11 at offices of Knowles, 
Union court, Castile st, Liverpool 

Peddle, George, High Wycombe, Buckingham, Timber Merchant. 
June — 2 at the Guildhall, High Wycombe. Clarke, High 


Wyeo 

Philtips, William, Craven st, East rd, City rd, Cabinet Maker. June 
14 ab 3 at offices of Hciklin and Washington, Trinity sq, Southwark 

Pothan, Ricbard, Madeley, Salop, Grocer, June 12 af 12 at offices of 
Osborne, New st, Shifnal 

Potter, Jonathan, Riiton, Salop, Farmer. June 12 at 1/ at offices of 
Newill, Bishop’s Castle 

Protheroe, Charles Arthur, Southport, Lancashire, Day Waiter. June 
19 at 3 at offices of Walton and Smith, Borough buildings, Southport 

Ridgwell, George, Pavilion rd, Chelsea, Corn Merchant. June 18 at 2 
at offcesof Carter and Bell, E: 

Robinson, Mary Ann, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Innkeeper. 
Jure 14 at 11 at offices of Taylor, Grey st, Newcastle-upon- 

Robi Thomas, Wildsworth, Lincoln, Farmer. June 14 at 3 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Gainsborough. Heathcote, Doncaster 

Rogner, Isaac, Middlesborouzb, York, Jeweller. June 7 at 3 at offices 
of Merrick, Earl st, Coventry 

Ruoffell, Edward John, Southampton, Milliner. June 1S at 12 at offices 
of Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 

Salisbury, John, Nottingham, Coufectioner. June 18 at 11 at the 
Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Black, Nottingham 

Shenton, Samuel, Fenton, Stafford, Boot Maker. June 11 at 11 at 
offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 

Skelton, Mary Josephine, Handsworth, Stafford. June 15 at 11 at 
offices of Blewitt, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Stephens, John, Cinderford, Gloucester, Licensed Victuailer. June 15 
at 12.30 at the New Inn Hot 1, Gloucester. Parker, Newnham 

Taylor, Ralph, Lincoln, Painter. June 16 at 11 at offices of Toynbee 
and Co, Bank st, Lincoln 

Teasdale, Richard, Durham, Publican. June 13 at 12 at odices of 
Granger, Saddler st, Durham 

Thirkettle, John Henry, Woking Station, Surrey, Grocer. June 13 at 2 
at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st. Durbidge, Guildford 

Thurmand, James, Mark Thurmand, Edwin Thurmand, and William 
Thurmand, Batley Carr, York, Woollen Manufacturers. Juno 13 at 
3.30 at the Station Hotel, Soothill. ibberson, Dewsbury 

Travis, Samuel, Manchester, M:nufacturers’ Agent, Juse 13 at 3 at 
offices of Sampson, South \ing st, Manchester 

Triggs, Edward, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. June 14 at 2 at 
otiices of Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st 
west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Voigt, Auguste Wilhelm, Birmingham, C ission Agent. June 12 
at 11 at offices of Solomon, Ann st, Birmingham 
akefield, Thomas, Rawmarsh, York, Grocer. June 18 at lat the 
Black Swan Hotel, Snig Hill, Sheffield. Dubbs, Brigg 

Wakeford, James, Richmond rd, West Brompton, Grocer. June I8- 
at 2 at offices of Smith, Furnival’s ina 

Warren, Frederick, Brighton, Chemist. June 15 at 2 at offices of 
Clennell and Fraser, Great James st, Bedfordrow. Nye, Brighton 

Weaver, Vincent Corbet, Worthen, Salop, Licensed Victualler. June 
18 at 11 at offices of Morris, Swan Hill, Shrewsbury. Watson, 
Shrewsbury : 

Wilkinson, Thomas, Annesley Woodhouse, Nottingham, Butcher. June 
15 at 12 at offices of Fraser, Brougham chambers, Wheeler gate, 
Nottingham 

Woods, Josiah, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Aerated Water Manufacturer. 
June Lt at 12 at offices of Sebright and Co, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

Woods, William, Marylebene rd, Upholsterer’s Foreman, June 9 at 
11 at offices of Collis, Duke st, Manchester 


Tousspay, June 5, 1877. 


Abbey, Alfred Thomas, Walsa'l, — telat une 20 
at 11 at offices of Wilkinson and (illespie, Bridge 
Frederick, mercial Traveller. June 13 at 3 as 





apne, Linoraenig, Baeee Jane 1S at3 at 
offices of Masters and Fletcher, North John st, Liverpoot 








Sa 


rr 


Pr 





622 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 9, 1877, 








Baker, William, Northmaston, Bucks, Butcher. June 18 at 2at the 
Beli Hotel, Aylesbury. Rawson, Great Marlow 
Barber, William, Coventry, Currier. June 15 at 11 at offices of H ughes 
and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 
Biddle, Ann, Croydon, Pastrycook. June 18 at3 at 1, Gresham build- 
ings, Guildhall. Lockyer 
Bigg, Charles, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Coal Dealer. June 18 at 12 at 
oftices of Beloe, New Conduit st, King’s Lynn . 
Bradshaw, George, Chadington, Hertford, Tailor. June 22 at 11 at 
offices of Neve, Park st west, Luton : 
Bratby, John, Derby, Commission Agent. June 20 at 12 at the Mid- 
land Hotel, Derby. Blask, Nottingham 
Broadberry, Charles, East Retford, Nottingham, Tinner. June 18 at 
11 at offices of Marshall and Co, East Retford 
Brown, John Bromfield, Kenilworth, Trimming Manufacturer. . June 
14 at 11.30 at offices of Hughes and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 
Bullock, Robert, York, Fish Dealer. June 16 at 11 at offices of Lodge, 
Park row, Leeds 
Chamberlain, George, Glastonbury, Somerset, Hay Dealer. June 19 
at 11 at offices of Swayne, High st, Glastonbury 
Clarke, William Long Slade, Southampton, Picture Frame Maker. 
June 18 at 3 at offices of Barnett, High st, Southampton. Harfield, 
Southampton 
Colville, Walter, Swanscombe, Kent, Bricklayer, June 18 at 2 at offices 
of Shakespear, High st, Chatham Intra 
Davis, William Henry, Birmingham, Grocer. June 21 at 3 at offices 
of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Davison, Charles, Dewsbury, York, Fish Dealer. June 19 at 3 at 
offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 
Dawson, William, Gravesend. Hotel Manager. June 15 at 1! at offices 
of Britton, High st, Maidenhead 
De Rialp, Francisco Carlos, Guildford st, Russell sq. Jane 14 at 1 at 
offices of Wright and Law, High Holborn 
Eccles, Thomas, Birmingham, Jeweller. June 15 at11 at offices of 
Cheston, Moor st, Birmingham 
Eldridge, Stephen Waddington, and William Graham, Portsmouth, 
Grain Importers. June 18 at 2.30 at Totterdeil’s Ho tel, St George’s 
8q, Portsea. King, Portsea 
Ellis, John William, Hemel Hempstead, Herts, Draper. June 19 at 3 
at offices of Mote, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Evans, Thomas, Pentre, nr Pontypridd, Draper. June 19 at 2 at offices 
of Tribe and Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff. Morgan, Pontypridd 
Faulkner, Richard, Exeter, Currier. June 19 at 12 at the Castle Hotel, 
Castle st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 
Ferguson, Thomas, Halifax, Umbrella Maker. June 18 at 3 at offices of 
Longbottom, Northgate chambers, Halifax 
Foster, Robert, er, Backiogham, Grocer. June 19 at 12 at the 
Crown Hotel, Slough. Clarke, High Wycombe 
Gillman, Edwin Augustus, Lichfield, Stafford, Tailor. June 19 at 1t 
at the Vine Inn, Vine st, Stafford. Griffiths, Newcastle 
Gwillim, Gwillim, Cefncoed Farm, Glamorgan, Farmer. June 14 at 1 
at offices of Leyson, Bridge st, Neath 
Hale. Henry, Southampton, House Decorator. June 15 at 3 at offices 
of Shutte, Portiand st, Southampton 
Hard, John, Findon, Sussex, Harness Maker. Juna 20 at 3 at offices of 
Nye, North st, Brighton 
Harrison, George Embry, Humberstone, Leicester, Commission Agent. 
Jane 18 at 3 at the Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Wright, Leicester 
Hensrhaw, George, Folkestone, out of business. June 19 at 3 at the 
Royal Oak Hotel, Ashford, Till, Canterbury 
Hartmont, Edward Herzberg, Lombard at, Financial' Agent. June 26 
at 2 atthe Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields, Elmslie and 


Humphrey, Robert, Gateshead, Durham, Grocer. June 15 at 11 at 
offices of Keenlyside and Forster, Grainger st west, Newcastie-upon- 


e 
Jackson, Ebenezer,"and Arthur Jackson, Hertford, Auctioneers. June 
18 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Mason, st 
Jarvis, Thomas, Handsworth, Stafford, Traveller. June 25 at 3 at 
offices of Ratcliff, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Jefford, Henry, and William Jefford, New Radford, Nottingham, Lace 
Manufacturers. June 25 at 11 at offices of Britile, St Peter’s gate, 
Nottingham 
Jennings, William Taylor, Gracechurch st, Peat Charcoal Burner. 
June 25 at 12 at offices of Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane 
Johnson, Edwin Orfeur, and Charles Edwin Johnson, Newington, York, 
Saw Mille Proprietors. June 19 at 3 at offices of Pickering, Parlia- 
ment st, Kingston-upon-Hull. Summers, Aull 
Jones, James Danie], Clevedon, Somereet, Fishmonger. June 15 at 3 
at the Bristol Hote}, Clevedon. Woodtorde, Cievedon 
Jones, Thomas, Birmingham, Draper. June 19 at 3 at 3 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Laidman, Leonard, Elstree, Herts, late Clerk to the Incorporated Law 
ag: = une 18 at 2at 36, King William st. Caines, Serjeants’ 
inn, Temple 
ing, Henry, jun, Fittleworth, Sussex, Builder, June 16 at 4 at the 
Swan Hotel, Pulborough. Mant, Storrington 
Lawrence, William, London st, Greenwich, Clothier. June 19 at 2 at 
offices of Carter and Bel!, Easicheap 
Lowther, George, Liverpoo!, Retailer of Beer. June 29 at 3 at offices 
of Lowe,Oastle st, Liverpool 
Maddock, Thomes Adolphus, Nugent terrace, Abbey rd, St John’s 
wood, Tailor. June 16 at 1 at 37, Bedford row. Marshall 
+ John, Swansea, Draper. June 16 at 11 at offices of Thomas, 
York place, Swansea 
Martin, William, Guildford, Surrey, Watchmaker. June 19 at 3 at 
the White Lion Hotel, Guildford. Durbidge, Guildford 
ale, Frances, 8t Albans, Hertford. June 20at3 at the Peaken 
Commercial Inn, Holywell st, St Albans. West and Co, Cannon st 
McColioch, Andrew, Burslem, Stafford, Drper. June 15 at 2 at 
offices of Tomkinson and Furniva!, Hanover st, Burslem 
Millen, Richard Wiliiam, Paternoster row, Printer. Jane 14 at $ at 
offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Milligan, Michael, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Jeweller. June 18 at 3 at 
offices of Johnston, Pilgrim st, Newoastle-upon- 
Mitchell, Joseph, Brayton, York, Auctioneer. June 16 at 12 at the 
Londesborough Arms H ote), Selby. Weddall and Parker, Selby 





—— 


Morton, William, Birmingham, Furniture Dealer. June 20 at 3 at 
offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Neal, George, Rugeley, Stafford, Grocer. June 15 at 2 at the Star 
Inn, Bow st, Rugeley. Flint, Uttoxeter 

Nicholson, Robert, Kendal, Westmorland, Innkeeper. June 18 at 1) 
at offices of Thomson and Wilson, Finkle st, Kendal 

Norwood, Alfred, Langley Moor, Durham, Shoe Dealer. June 18 at 12 
at the Hat and Feathers Hotel, Market place, Durham. Haswell, . 
Sunderland 

Osborne, Philip, Newton-in-Middlewich, Cheshire, Beerhouse Keeper, 
June 20 at 11 at offices of Cooper, Town Hall passage, Congleton 

Owen, Benjamin, Ynyscynhaiarn, Carnarvon, Grocer. June 18 at 1 at 
the Commercial Hotel, Portnadoc. Ellis, Four Crosses, Festiniog 

Page, Theodore, Hirwain, Glamorgan, Accountant. June 18 at 11 at 
offices of Phillips, Canon st, Aberdare 

Parsons, Thomas, Coventry, Hairdresser. June 18 at 11.30 at offices of 
Seymour, St Mary’s st, Coventry 

Pengelly, John, Beerferris, Devon, Publican. June 16 at 1] at offices 
of Bridgman, Princess sq, Plymouth 

Peters, William, Hendbant, Brecon, Farmer. June 22 at 12 at offices 
of Gardner, Town Hall, Abergavenny 

Potts, John, Portobello, Stafford, Grocer. June 16 at Ll at offices of 
Stratton and Rudiand, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Ramsay, George, Raphael st, Knightsbridge, Baker. June 21 at 3 at 
offices of Thatcher, Bennett’s hill, Doctors’ commons " 

Richardson, Richard, jun, Fakenham, Norfolk, Boot Maker. June 18 
at 2 at offices of Oates, Swan st, Fakenham 

Robinson, Edward, Kingst»n-upon-Hall, Corn Merchant. June 14 at 3 
at offices of Woodhouse and Peach, Parliament st, Hull 

Robinson, Tom, Huddersfield, York, Joiner. June 15 at 3at offices of 
Ainley, New st, Huddersfield 

Saer, David Protheroe, Pembroke, Surgeon. June 18 at 2 at the 
Guildhall, Carmarthen. Gwynne and Stokes, Tenby 

Sanegar, John Hyrum, Manchester, Bootmaker. Junel6 at 2 at 42 
Varley st, Miles Platting 

Shackleton, William, Cornholm, York, Cetton Spinner. June 19 atll 
at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Eastwood, 
Todmorden 

Shaw, William, and James Ward, Leicester, Boot Manufacturers. June 
19 at 3 at offices of Shires, Market st, Leicester 

Sherwin, Andrew, Hanley, Stafford, Writing Clerk. June 14 at 11 at 
the Saracen’s Head Hotel, Hanley 

Slade, William Samuel, Roan Horse mews, Pollard row, Bethnal 
— Cabinet Manufacturer. June 20 at 3 at offices of Quilter, 

ore 

Speakman, Thomas, Manchester, Architect. June 22 at 3 at the Star 
Hotel, Deansgate, Manchester. Smith, Manchester 

Stevenson, William, Burnley, Lancashire, Auctioneer. June 22 at3 at 
the Woolsack Hotel, Strangeways, Manchester. Sutcliffe, Burnley 

Stroud, William, Mason st, Cornwall rd, Lambeth, Coal Dealer. June 
13 at 2 at offices of Ager, Barnard’s inn, Holborn, Padmore, 
Barnard’s inn ¥ 

Styles, Andrew, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Coopar. June 20 at 2 at 
offices of Holiier aud Williams, Pontypridd 

Swain, John, Birmingham, Malleable Ironfounder. June 18 at 3 at 
Offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Sykes, William, Crewe, Cheshire, Herbalist. June 15 at 10 at 75, 
Market st, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 

Thomson, John, and George Robert Bell, Liverpool, Coal Merchants. 
_— a. at 3 at offices of Pemberton and Co, Harrington st, 


verpoo! 

Thorpe, Joseph, Nottingham, Boiler Maker. June 29 at 12 at offices of 
Smith, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 

Topping, John, Bolton, Lancashire, Joiner. June 18 at 3 at offices of 

owling, Wood st, Bolton 

Travis, Joho, Kingston-upon-Hull, Oil Refiner. June 14 at 3 at offices 
of Chambers, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Tribe, Charles, Wadhurst, Sussex, Grocer. June 15 at 4 at offices of 
Stone and Simpson, Church rd, Tanbridge Wells 

Wall, Thomas, jun, Banbury, Oxford, Rope Manufacturer. June \8 
at 8 at the Leathern Bottle Inn, Bridge st, Banbury. Pain and 
Hawtin, Banbury 

Waren, Thomas Oakley, Monnow rd, Bermondsey, Builder. June 19 
at 3 at offices of Saffery and Huntley, Tooley st, Southwark 

Warren, Thomas, Piccadilly, Stock Dealer. June 25 at 12 at offices of 
Hudson, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 

White, John, Winslow, Buckingham, Innkezper. June 15 at 10.30 at 
the Clarendon Hotel, Linslade. Shepherd and Ewen, Luton 

Wigley, Thomas, Clydach Vale, Glamorgan, Grocer, June 15 at 10 at 
offices of Morgan, Mill et, Pontypridd 

Wortley, Richard, Fonthill rd, Holloway, Furniture Dealer. Jane lé 
at 3 at 37, Bedford row. Marshall 

Yeend, James, Gloucester, Builder. June 18 at 11 at 45, Eastgate st, 
Gloucester. Franklin 

Yoxall, George, Balsali Heath, Worcester, Milkman. June 26 at 3 at 
offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 


— 
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LAWYERS.—A job lot of Deed Boxes (second 

hand) with fall-down and lift-up lids, suitable to the profession, 

are now on Sale at Griffiths & Co.’s, 43, Cannon-street, E.C,, and will 
pesold at 10 per cent. under cost, previous to re-building of premises. 


eV . 
PARTMENTS.—To Let, a furnished Bed and 
Sitting Room at Hornsey, five minutes from the Great Northern 
station. Termsmoderate. Arrangements may be made for entire or 
— Mrs. Green, No. 10, Hornsey-park-road, 
» N. 








EGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
OFFIOE, No. 10, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
8ra JUNE, 1877. 


The Proprietors of this Society are requested to take notice that the 
Dividend for the Current Year on the Proprietors’ Fund will be Pay- 
able at the Office on Monday, the 2nd day of July, next and foliowing 
days, between the hours of 11 and 2 o'clock. The tracsfer books of 
the Society will be closed from Friday, the 15th inst., to Saturday, the 
30th inst., both > inclusive. 

y order of the Board, 
E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 
-Chairman—C. Pemberton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
Depaty 44, prone Nag dy »s 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
sfree from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


CCIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY 
(Limited), 7, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, E.C. 
General Accidents. Personal Injuries. 
Railway Accidents, Death by Accidents. 


C. HARDING, Manager. 
T HE 


AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LON DON. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Ag ra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Qvrrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with Lon‘on bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
Dalance does not fall below £100. 

Derosirs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At5 Pd cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 











Brits issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Satzs anp Purcwases effected in British and foreign securities, in 

India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 


Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. ’ 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 

192, Fleet-street, and 1 & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 
Daart Paper, 5s., 68. 6d., 78. 6d., 73. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 
nny Paper, 15s, 6d., 178. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 
; Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 
Caram-Larp Nore, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 
uARGE CakAM-LAID NorTs, 48. 6d., 68, 6d., and 8s. per ream, 
uARGE Buu Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 68. 6d. per ream. 
3 PEs, CREAM OB Buus, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 
fas “ Tepie’? ENVELOPE, extra secure, 98. 6d. per 1000, 
Footscar OrrrciaL Envexores, ls. 9d. per 100. 
‘ARTRIDGE & Qooren’s Vettum Wovs Civus-Hovse Nore, 9s. 6d. per 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
@ach sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘ PARTRIDGE 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” withou 


none is genuine. 
eearens Szwe, Printed and Machime-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 288, 
J 








1 roll. 
; Stoonps on abe Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 115s, per 


toll, 
Racoans on Memoniats, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 
Teigers, Day Books, Cash Books, Let'er or Minute Books: 
An immense stock in various bindings. 








DVOWSON or NEXT PRESENTATION 
for SALE,—A rectory in a home county; parish cultural ; 
situation high and very healthy, gravelly soil; ancient church, lately 
restored ; new school; good family house, with usual outbuildings, 
standing in its own beautiful well-timbered g ds, with ext 
views ; good society; 42 acres of glebe ina ring fence; near a first- 
class railway station, within an hour of London. Sold subject to the life 
ofincumbent. Income upwards of £400. Population 240.—Principals 
or Solicitors referred to F. Wickines Smita, Esq., Solicitor, 63, 
2 dalmgaieaa or Mr. H. W. Baasrer, 14, Southampton-street, 
itrand. 








BAGSHOT, 

Borders of Berks, close to the Royal demesne of Bagshot Park.— 
Attractive modern residence in grounds of great beauty, splendidly 
shrnb»ed and timbered, with inclosures of valuable meadow land, 
15 cottages, &c., close to the new station on the Aldershot and Ascot 
railway, 34 miles from Sunningdale Station. 


ME: BEAL is instructed to offer, by AUCTION, 
at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, 4th JULY, at ONE o’clock, 
the CHARMING RESIDENCE, known as Lamborne House, in perfect 
order, containing eight bed rooms, bath room, spacious library, dining 
room 27ft. by 13ft., double drawing room 38ft, by 13ft. ; capital offices; 
three stall stable, loose box, cowhouse, &c. ; seated in grounds beauti- 
fully shrubbed, with fine specimen pines, Wellingtonias, cedra, and 
various conifers, unique Japanese garden, walled in and open 
kitchen gardens, greenhouses, pits, &c. Pewsinchurch. With 15 cot- 
tages, all let atlow rents; paddocks. The whole comprising 12 acres, 
parts available for the er ection of villas. 
Particulars at tha Mart ; of 
Messrs. TAMPLIN, TAYLER, & JOSEPH, 159, Fenchurch. 


street ; 
and, with card to view, of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, W. 


THORNGILL PARK. 

Within 24 hours of London by fast train, within four miles of South- 
ampton, midway between Botley and Southampton.—An attractive 
beautiful Freehold Residential! Property, seated ina park of great 
beauty, richly wooded, and displaying in the vigour of the plantations 
and the beauty of the shrubs the result of 40 years’ constant care of 
the late owrer. The mansion is approached by a fine sweeping 
carriage drive with two entrance lodges, and stands on raised plateau 
commanding fine views of Southampton Water and the surrounding 
country, bas every accommodation for a numerous establishment, 
with spacious and appropriate outbuildings, stabling, farmery, 
cottages, &c.; water very pure and abundant. The estate lies 
almost in a ring fence, and comprises 370 acres. There are some 
valuable sites for building in the Botley and Southampton-road, the 
sale of whick would be no injury to the estate. 


N R. BEAL has been favoured with instructions to 
shortly offer the above to SALE, by AUCTION (unless 
previously sold by Private Contract). 
Views, printed particulars, and plans may shortly be had of 
H. DUMBLETON, Esq., Solicitor, 40, Chancery-lane ; 
at the Mart; and of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, 3.W. 


\ R. JAMES POUSTY willSELL, by AUCTION, 
at the MART, on THURSDAY, JUNE 14th, at TWO (unless 
previously disposed of by private contract) :-— 

SOUTH NORWOOD.—Freehold Family Residence, Egremont 
House, Howard-road, Woodside. Handsome elevation ; choice posi- 
tion; 8 bedrooms, 3 reception-rooms, conservatory, kitchen, scullery, 
&c. ; stable, harnes:-room, coach-house, and loft; good gardens, well 
planted, paddock, &c. Near station. With possession. 

WEST DULWICH.—Freehold, 6, Carson-road, Thurlow-park- 
road, semi-detached; near station. 5 bedrooms, 2 parlours, kitchen, 
&c.; no underground rooms; good garden. With possession. 

May be viewed. Particulars of 

D. BIRT, Esq., Solicitor, Towa Hall-chambers, Southwark ; 
and of the Auctioneer, 97, Fleet-street. 











BELGRAVIA. 

On the Duke of Westminster’s Estate.—An eligible Leasehold Resi- 
dence, forming a first-class Investment, with possession 4§ years 
hence, when a considerably increased rent may be relied on should 
the purchaser not then propose to enter upon occupation. 


ME. ROBINS (of 5, Watetloo-place, Pall-mall) is 
desired by the Executors of the Will of the late James Scott, Esq., 
to SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, in Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on 
MONDAY, JUNE 18, at TWO precisely, the capital SEHOLD 
RESIDENCE, No. 33, Eccieston-street, adjoining Chester-square, Bel- 
gravia, in absolutely perfect order and repair, and comprising twelve 
rooms, pretty conservatory, and numerous conveniences; let on @ 
lease whereof 4} years are unexpired, at £135 per annum, the present 
annual value being moderately estimated at £250. Held direct from 
the freeholder - about 47 years, at a ground-rent of only £12. 
iculars 0! 
E. J. BARREN, Erq., Solicitor, 55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; 
at the Mart; and of Mr. ROBINS. 


MAIDA VALE, 

Valuable Leasehold Ground-rents (by order of Executors) amounting 
to £166 per annum, abundantly secured upon Nos. 3, 5, 7, 9, and ll, 
Elgin-road, and Nos. 2, 4,6, 8 10, 12, 14, 16, and 18, Eigin-mews 
North ; held by original leases for an unexpired term of 83 years, at 
rents amounting to £32 per annum. : 

R. ROBINS (of 5, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall) will 
SELL the abet OF AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C., on MONDAY, JUNE 18, at TWO precisely. 
Particulars may be had of 
Messrs. LEWIN & CO., Solicitors, $32, Southampton-atreet, Strand ; 
the Mart; and of Mr, ROBINS. 
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BRIXTON. 

Accessible from either the City or West-end by omnibns, rail, or tram, 
An important Freehold Property, most advantageously situate in 
the Effra-road, Brixton, at the corner of Saltoun-road, and imme- 
diately facing the parish church of St. Matthew. The property com- 
prises two handsome well-built Residences, known and distinguished 
as “* Effra House’’ and ‘‘ Goethe House,” standing in grounds up- 
wards of half an acrein extent, containing extensive accommoda- 
tion, very conveniently arranged, and having large gardens and fine 
well-timbered approach ; both houses are let on leases to most re- 
sponsible lessees at rents amounting to £220 per anrum. 


pR.BOEING (of 5, Waterloo-place, Pall- mall) will 
eS SELL the above capital FREEHOLD INVESTMENT, by 
AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, on MONVAY, JUNE 18, 
at TWO precisely. . 
Particulers and plans may be had of 
Messis. BOOTYS & BAYLIFFE, Solicitors, 1, Raymond’s-build- 
ings, Gray’s-inn, W.C.; 
at the Mart; and of Mr. ROBINS. 





CROUCH END, HORNSEY. : 


A valuable and highly-attractive Freehold Estate, delightfully situate 
on Crouch-hill, only five minutes’ walk from the Crouch-end Station 
on the Great Northern Railway, 10 minutes’ walk from the Crouch- 
hill Station on the Midland line, with excellent train service in 20 
minutes to the City, and about a milefrom Musweil-hill and the 
Alexandra Palace, It comprises a superior detached residence, 
called Cecile House, in perfect order throughout, approached by 
& carriage sweep, and containing every accommodation for a family, 
stabling and outbuildings, well-shrubbed pleasure grounds, produc- 
tive kitchen and frait gardens and graperies in the rear, with some 
park-like meadow land. In hand, and possession will ba given on 
completion of the purchase. A detached residence adjoining, 
known as Amedée Villa, very similar in description, with excellent 
garden in the rear; let on lease to W. Marshall, Esq., at the low 
rentof £180 per annum. Also six freehold ground-rents of £10 
each, amply secured upon and arising from six capital residences 
adjoining, and forming the whole of Selina-crescent, the value of 
which may be fairly estimated at £400 per annum. ‘he property 
comprises altogether about seven acres, and in addision to its resi- 
dential attractions presents an unusually favourable opportunity for 
& profitable building speculation, as by the judicious formation of a 
road through the centre of the land several charming sites would 
be developed for the erection of first-class residences, commanding 
an uninterrupted view of Musweli-bill and the Alexandra Palace and 
park, — without interfering with the privacy and enjoyment of 

le House. 


ESSRS. NORTON, TRIST, WATNEY, & CO. 
are instructed by the executors of the late Wm. Booth, Esq., 
to offer the above PROPERTY for SALE, at the MART, on FRIDAY, 
JULY 20, at TWO o’clock precisely. To be viewed by cards only. 
Particulars, with plans, may be had of 
Messrs. RISLEY & STOKER, Solicitors, 14, Gray’s-i nn-sq uare ; 
at the Mart ; and of the Auctioneers, 62, Old Broad-street, E.C. 





SERJEANTS’ INN, FLEET STREET. 

Valuable and important Freehold Property, eligibly situate No. 13, 
Serjeants’-inn, formerly called or known by the name of 
Serjeants’-inn Hall and Chapel, and occupied for many years by the 
Amicable Society, The premises are substantially buiit, of hand- 
some, imposing elevation, the front being of stone, with Ionic pillars, 
approached by a double flight of steps, and contains—on the upper 
floor, four rooms and pantry; on second floor, two good front 
rooms, two back rooms, water-closet, &c. ; on first floor, two large 
light, and lofty front offices, two back offices, and a middle room ; on 
ground floor, entrance ha!l, a large and lofty board room, and two 
offices, with stone staircase to the first floor ; on basement, kitchen, 
scullery, good cellars, and entrance to Lombard-street in the rear. 
All the rooms on the ground and first floors have handsome Spanish 
mahogany doors. The property has a frontage to Serjeants’-inn of 
51ft. 9in., extends in depth nearly 34fc. to Lombard-street in the rear 
(to which it has another frontage of 47ft.), and occupies an area of 
about 1,730 superficial feet, and is admirably adapted for a club, 
public institution, or chambers, with the advantage of immediate 
poseession. 


ESSRS. NORTON, TRIST, WATNEY, & CO. 
have received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, 
London, on FRIDAY, JUNE 29th, at TWO o’clock precisely, the above 
valuable and important FREEHOLD PROPERTY. 
May be viewed, and particulars, with plan, had of 
Messrs. FIELD, SON, & PULLEY, Solicitors, Norwich ; 
C. R. RIVINGTON, Esq., 1, Fenchurch-buildings, E.C. ; 
at the Mart; and of the Auctioneers, 62, Old Broad-street, 





WILTON CRESCENT, BELGRAVE SQUARE. 

First-class Investments, arising out of two well-built and commodious 
Residences in this fashionable position. One let at £210 a year for 
the whole term, but estimated at the present rental value of £600 a 
year ; the other, let till 1885, at £184 a year, when a rental of £400 
per annum may be fairly anticipated. 


R. GEORGE BERRY has received instructions 

to submit to SALE, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 

yard, on THURSDAY, JUNE 28, at TWELVE for ONE, in Two Lots 

(unless previously disposed of by private contract), No. 1, WILTON 

» with the adjoining offices, being 8a, Motcomb-street, and 

Ne. 2, Wilton-crescent, with stabling in the rear. Each let as above, 

and my ~ 47 years unexpired, at the respective ground-rents of £28 

year. ‘ 

Particulars may be had, 14.days prior tothe sale, at the Mart; of 

Messrs. LEE & PEMBERTON, Solicitors, 44, Lincoln’s-innefiolds ; 


, ST 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 


Quarters, Farme, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, » BL, 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particularsa for inser. 
tion should be received not later than four days previous to the eng 


of the preceding month. 
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PpAz HILL HOUSE and 20 acres, to be Let, by 

order of the E 3, in of the decease of Joha 
Wickham Flower, Eeq., who occupied the property for 88 years, Thig. 
well-known residence is situate on the highest ground at Croydon, and 
commands a magnificent view of the Addington Hills, Windsor, and 
Harrow-on-the-Hill. It is one of the now comparatively few moderate. 
sized residential pr near London, with ground of singular 
beauty which have not been spoiled by the inroad of the speculative 
builder.—To be viewed by cards, to be obtained of Messrs, Desennam,, 
Tewson, & Farmer, 80, Cheapside. (24,977.) 








UPPER TOOTING. 

A very valuable Freehold Property, situate within about eight minutey’ 
walk of Wandsworth-common and Balham Stations (whence there 
are frequent trains to Victoria, the Crystal Palace, and London- 
bridge), and about six miles only from Whitehall and the City, cone 
sisting of a comfortable Family Residence, with stabiing, farmery, 
and other outbailiings, charming old pleasure-grounds, extensive 
orchards and kitchen gardens, with ornamental avenues of traine¢ 
and standard fruit trees, and two excellent meadows; in all about 
18a, 8r, 13p. The property possesses residential attractions seldom 
to be met with so near London, and is equally valuable as a building 
estate. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JULY 3, at TWO, in 
Two Lots (with possession), the important FREEHOLD PROPERTY, 
known as Wandsworth Lodge, Upper Tooting, comprising a commodious 
family residence, coutaining a prospect room, commanding sp'endid 
views, 14 bed and dressing rooms, box and lumber rooms, drawing and 
dining rooms, each about 27ft. by 16/t. 6Gin., including bow (the latter 
room communicating with a spacious and lofty conservatory), bath 
room, morning room, about 22ft. long, including bow, large kitchen, 
butler’s pantry, and ample offices ; an excellent detactied billiard room 
or ball room, about 46ft. 6in. by 20fc. 6in., inclosed yards, with stab! 
for eight horses, double coach-house, harness and men’s rooms, capi 
laundry, coal. and coke houses, cowhouses and sheds, piggeries, pigeon 
and poultry houses, large cart shed, barn, granary, &c. There are 
three entrance lodges, a bailiff’s cottage, an extensive series of glass 
houses, including vineries, strawberry, peach, fig, orchid, rhododen- 
dren, and plant houses, ranges of melon, pine, and forcing pits, tool 
and potting house, mushroom house, two prolific orchards, two 
larged walled kitchen gardens, abundantly stocked with wal!,tandandy 
and espalier fruit trees, including over 160 varieties of rs, likewise 
a potato ground. The beautiful pleasure grounds include a handsome 
wide-spreading lawn with fountain, two other lawns, charming shrub-. 
bery walks, an island, &c.; the whole entirely screened-from the road 
by shady plantations of many years’ growth, and profusely adorned 
with fine old ornamental timber (in which 13 a rookery), and splendid 
specimens of the choicest conifers, including cedrus deodara, ar 
imbricata, cryptomeria, &c.; a'so two capital grass paddocks, skirted 
by a plantation walk; the to:al quantity being about 18a. 3r. lap, 
Lot 1 will consist of the Residence and about Iva. 3c. 13p., and Lot2 
about eight acres; both lots having long frontages to the main road 
from Wandsworth to Tooting, as well as to a road in the rear, and being 
immediately available for building, ‘The soil is gravel, and the neigh. 
bourhood remarkably healthy. 
Particulars, plans, and cards to view may be had of the Auctioneom, 
80, Cheapside. 





The celebrated and very valuable Freehold fally-licensed Public-hous® 
situate at the top of the Haymarket, at the corner of Coventry-stres’ 
and Great Windmill-street, and known as the Wilton (Scott's), let 
on lease at an exceedingly low rental, and offering to trustees, 
capitalists, brewers, and the trade a thoroughly safe and profitable 
investment.—In the High Court of Justice, Chancery Divis.on> 
Cook v. Dey. 


\ EATHERALL & GREEN will SELL, by AUC- 
TION, at the MART, near the Bank of England, on TUES- 


DAY, JULY 3, at ONE o’clock, in one Lot (by direction of his Lae 
the Master of the Rolls), the important and very valuable FREEHOL 
PROPERTY, well known as the Wilton (Scott's), comprising the 


houses No. 20, Coventry-street, and No. 2, Great Windmill- 
street, immediately opposite the Haymarket, and one of the finest 
positions at the West-end, is now let on lease to a 
responsible tenant atthe exceedingly low rental of £500 a ° 
which may be considered merely a ground-rent, as, irrespective of the: 
rental value of the property, it possesses in addition the security of the 
present large and increasing very profitable trade, which, on the expita= 
tion of the present lease, will of necessity command an adequate préer 
micm for a renewed term. The premises are of a most substantial 
character, and decorated in @ superior ani tasty manner. The bar has 
six entrances, and is especially arranged to meet the requirements 
the trade, and the domestic accommodation is particularly adapted for 
a large establishment. . ‘ 
May be viewed by permission of the tenant, and particulars 

obtained at the Mart; of Messrs. WEATHERALL & GREEN, Auc- 
tioneers, 22, Chancery-lane ; of 

Messrs. BARNARD & SON, 8, Lancaster-place, Strand; of 

Messrs. M. & F. DAVIDSON & BUROH, Solicitors, 35, Spring 

gardens; and of 
EUSTACE W. OWLES, Esq., Solicitor, No. 22, Chancery-lane. 








4nd of the Auctioneer, 84, Motcomb-street, Bélgrave-square. 


(For Continuation of Sales see Back Page.) 





